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Floor Action 








AIRPORT CONSTRUCTION 


Congress June 17 completed action on a scaled-down, 
compromise version of a bill (S 1) to extend the time in 
which Federal grants could be made to finance the Federal 
Airport Construction Act. The measure was cleared for 
the President’s signature when the Senate by voice vote 
accepted a House amendment to the compromise bill, 
which extended the program at its current rate of $63 
million a year until June 30, 1961. It is now due to expire 
June 30, 1959. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by Congress and sent to 
the President, S 1: 

Authorized the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Agency to make annual matching grants of $62.1 million 
for airport construction projects in the 49 states and 
Hawaii during fiscal 1960 and 1961. 

Authorized additional matching grants of $900,000 a 
year during fiscal 1960 and 1961 for airport projects in 
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands, 

Limited the use of Federal funds in the construction 
of airport buildings to projects that would house Federal 
air safety agencies or were deemed essential to the 
public’s safety, convenience or comfort by the Adminis- 
trator of the FAA, 

Directed the Administrator to make public by Jan, 1 
of each year the program of airport aid to be undertaken 
during the following fiscal year, 

BACKGROUND -- Both chambers earlier this year 
authorized more ambitious airport-aid programs, but the 
Senate-House conference committee appointed to adjust 
the differences between the two versions was unable to 
reach agreement. The Senate bill, which authorized Fed- 
eral grants totaling $465 million over a four-year period, 
had inspired Republican charges of ‘‘budget-busting’’ and 
faced an almost certain Presidential veto. As amended 
and passed by the House March 19, S 1 was scaled down 
to provide only $297 million over the same four-year 
period. The total nevertheless was considerably larger 
than the $200-million program laid down by the Adminis- 
tration. (Weekly Report p. 419) 

Sen. A.S, Mike Monroney (D Okla.), chairman of the 
conference committee and author of the original Senate 
measure, reportedly refused to accept the House bill or 
any cheaper four-year version because he felt such a 
program would be inadequate to prepare the Nation’s air- 
ports for the increased demands of the jet age. With the 
1960 Presidential election in mind, a compromise was 
worked out whereby the current program of $63 million a 
year would be extended until June 30, 1961. The philosophy 
behind the compromise, as explained by Monroney on the 
Senate floor June 15, was that a simple extension would 
be acceptable to the White House and that after two years 
Congress could ‘‘legislate much more wisely and with a 
better understanding on the part of the occupant of the 
White House,’’ who, of course, he hoped would be a 
Democrat, 

SENATE ACTION -- The Senate June 15 passed the 
compromise extension by a 71-11 roll-call vote. Quick 
passage was urged by Monroney who pointed out that 


COPYRIGH 


T 1959 CO 
Reproduction prohibited in who! 





unless it were extended, the airport construction pro- 
gram would die June 30. Prior to passage, the Senate 
rejected, by a 27-54 roll-call vote, an amendment by 
Minority Leader Everett McKinley Dirksen (R Ill.) pro- 
hibiting the use of Federal funds for any portion of an air- 
port terminal building not housing Federal activities such 
as weather bureaus, communications centers and air 
traffic control stations. (For voting, see chart p. 845) 

The Monroney compromise, as well as the original 
bill, prohibited use of Federal funds for passenger park- 
ing lots, cocktail lounges, commercial offices and other 
items not essential for the public welfare but would have 
permitted aid for passenger terminal facilities and other 
public conveniences. 

HOUSE ACTION -- By a standing vote of 164-37, the 
House June 17 voted to accept, with an amendment, the 
compromise version of S 1. The amendment limited 
Federal participation in the construction of airport build- 
ings to those portions deemed essential for air safety or 
the public’s convenience by the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Agency. The parliamentary situation 
prevented Minority Leader Charles A, Halleck (R Ind.) 
from offering an amendment to prohibit aid for terminal 
facilities, 

S 1 was returned to the Senate, which later the same 
day agreed to the House amendment by voice vote and 
sent the bill to the White House. 


AEC CONSTRUCTION 


The Senate and the House June 15 passed, by voice 
votes after brief debate, a bill (S 2094) authorizing $165.4 
million for new Atomic Energy Commission construction 
projects and an additional $65.5 million for AEC’s coop- 
erative power reactor demonstration program. AEC had 
originally requested $115.5 million for construction and 
$49.5 million for the power reactor program; S 2094 
authorized these projects and added several others. But 
the bill did not authorize any of the $105 million requested 
May 27 to build a two-mile-long linear electron accel- 
erator. 

BACKGROUND -- Passage of S 2094, which was re- 
ported June 11 (S Rept 386) by the Joint Atomic Energy 
Committee, marked a lull inthe long-standing controversy 
between the Committee’s Democratic majority and the 
Administration over the pace of the Government’s pro- 
gram for developing economically competitive nuclear 
power. (For background on the controversy, see Weekly 
Report p. 361.) 

The Committee’s report on S 2094 noted that there 
was now ‘“‘general agreement’’ on the objectives of the 
civilian power program and stated that ‘‘some progress” 
had been achieved in reaching agreement on methods for 
carrying on the program. ‘‘Questions which remain 
unresolved,’’ the report stated, ‘‘include that of the pace 
and level of support of the program, and the nature and 
extent of financial support of private reactor prototypes 
in the demonstration program.’’ AEC’s request for 
authorization to grant construction subsidies to private 
builders of prototype power plants (prohibited under cur- 
rent law) was not included, the report stated, but ‘‘might 
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be reconsidered next year.’’ In sum, the Committee 
agreed to defer the toughest questions until 1960. 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the President, S 2094: 

Authorized $165.4 million for construction of AEC 
military and research facilities, including these sums 
above budget requests: $5 million for stepping up power 
of the Shippingport, Pa., reactor, $11 million for construc- 
tion of an advanced power reactor using nuclear super- 
heat, $18.5 million for an improved submarine reactor, 
$4.4 million for physical research facilities and $1 million 
for biomedical research, 

Authorized $55.5 million for the power demonstration 
program, and an additional $10 million to cover fuel 
charges waived. 

Authorized $7 million for research and development 
assistance to Euratom. 

Extended for five years, until Sept. 1, 1964, the 
compulsory licensing provisions of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, covering the leasing of privately held patents. 


VETERANS’ HOUSING 


Congress June 17 completed action on a bill (HR 2256) 
authorizing $100 million in Veterans Administration 
direct housing loans to veterans and increasing from 4.75 
percent to 5.25 percent the interest rates onthe loans and 
on VA-guaranteed mortgages. 

The Senate June 16 passed HR 2256 by voice vote 
after amending it to cut to $100 million the $300 million 
authorization voted Feb. 4 by the House. A similar 
provision in the omnibus housing bill (S57) passed by the 
Senate Feb. 5 had provided $150 million for the loans. 

The House June 17 concurred in the Senate amend- 
ment, sending the bill to the White House. 

Because President Eisenhower had requested no new 
funds for the loan program but had asked for the increase 
in interest rates, the cut-down version of HR 2256 was 
interpreted as a means of avoiding both aveto and further 
charges of Democratic ‘‘budget busting.’’ 

Democratic Sens, A.S, Mike Monroney (Okla.), Albert 
Gore (Tenn.) and Joseph S, Clark (Pa.) June 17 protested 
‘precipitate passage’’ of the bill without advance notice 
to the Senate. They said they would have opposed the 
interest rate increase if they had beenpresent. Majority 
Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas) replied that ‘‘proper 
procedures were followed.’”’ John J, Sparkman (D Ala.) 
offered the compromise version with Johnson’s backing. 

BACKGROUND -- The House, inaddition to voting 
$300 million for loans when it first passed HR 2256, also 
authorized $300 million when it passed S 57 May 21. 
(Weekly Report p. 708, 214) 

PROVISIONS -- As sent to the President, HR 2256: 

Authorized an additional $100 million (over the $150 
million already authorized) for the Veterans Administra- 
tion direct loan program to veterans in rural areas where 
private mortgage money is scarce. 

Increased from 4.75 percent to 5.25 percent the 
interest rate ceiling on GI guaranteed and direct loans 
and eliminated a requirement that GI interest rates must 
remain at least one half of one percent below FHA rates. 

Provided for coordination between the VA and FHA 
on certain loan processes. 

SENATE DEBATE -- June 16 -- Sparkman -- Dis- 
agreed with the Administration position that no direct 
loans were needed but believed it was ‘‘wiser’’ to reduce 
the authorization. 








HOUSE DEBATE -- June 17 -- Olin E, Teague (D 
Texas) -- Over 50,000 veterans are on the waiting list 
for direct loans and the bill would take care of only 
25,000, but ‘‘one-half a loaf is better thannone.’’ 


INTERIOR APPROPRIATION 


The Senate and House June 15, by voice votes, 
agreed to the conference report on a bill (HR 5915) 
providing $472,717,100 in direct appropriations for the 
Department of Interior and related agencies in fiscal 1960, 
The bill carried $9,092,000 in indefinite appropriations, 

Included in the direct appropriations total was $130,- 
220,000 for the Agriculture Department’s Forest Service, 
The bill did not include funds for the Interior Department’s 
reclamation programs, which were carried in aseparate 
public works appropriation bill. (Weekly Report p. 786) 

BACKGROUND -- As reported (H Rept 545) by a 
Senate-House conference committee June 12, the compro- 
mise version of HR 5915 carried $4,610,300 more in direct 
appropriations than the House had voted March 23 and 
$6,067,925 less than the Senate had approved June 8. The 
final total of indirect appropriations compared with $4,- 
092,000 in the House version and $8,426,000in the Senate 
version, (Weekly Report p. 787) 

The Administration had requested $487,675,400 in 
direct appropriations and $3,426,000 in indirect appro- 
priations. The final version of the bill increased the 
indirect appropriations by $5,666,000, but it cut budget 
requests for direct appropriations by $14,958,300. 


PROVISIONS -- The final version of HR 5915 appro- 
priated: 


INTERIOR 

Departmental Offices $ 6,236,000 
Bureau of Land Management 24,827,000 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 113,142,000 
Geological Survey 42,350,000 
Bureau of Mines 28,861,000 
National Park Service 75,722,000 
Fish and Wildlife Service 27,916,200 
Office of Territories 7,831,000 
Office of the Secretary 2,706,600 

Subtotal $329,591 ,800 


RELATED AGENCIES 


Commission of Fine Arts $ 37,800 
Federal Coal Mine Safety 
Board of Review 70,000 
Forest Service, Department 
of Agriculture 130,220,000 
Indian Claims Commission 180,000 
National Capital Planning 
Commission 2,686,000 
Smithsonian Institution 9,552,000 
Civil War Centennial Commission 100,000 
Lincoln Sesquicentennial Commission 145,000 
U.S. Territorial Memorial 
Commission 4,500 
Virgin Islands Corporation 130,000 
Subtotal $143,125,300 
TOTAL $472,717,100 


In addition, the bill made indefinite appropriations 
of $9,092,000 from Treasury receipts. 
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ALASKA OMNIBUS ACT 


The Senate June 12, by voice vote, concurred in a 
House amendment to its version of a bill (HR 7120) 
making necessary changes in Federal law to accommo- 
date the new state of Alaska. The bill authorized $28.5 
million in transitional grants to Alaskato meet the special 
costs of statehood. The Senate’s action cleared HR 7120 
for the President’s signature. 

The House June 11 agreed to the Senate’s amendments 
to the bill but returned it to the Senate with a minor 
amendment in language. 

BACKGROUND -- The House June 1 and the Senate 
June 3 passed slightly different versions of HR 7120. 
(Weekly Report p. 758) 

President Eisenhower, in his January Budget Mes- 
sage, asked Congress to enact the legislation. But his 
request for the transitional grants was $1 million less than 
was voted by Congress. (Weekly Report p. 98) 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the President, HR 7120, 
the Alaska Omnibus Act: 

Amended several Federal laws to make Alaska 
eligible to participate in Federal grant-in-aid programs 
on a comparable basis with other states. 

Authorized $28.5 million in transitional grants to 
Alaska through fiscal 1964 to meet the costs of statehood. 
The breakdown by fiscal year: 1960 -- $10.5 million; 1961 
and 1962 -- $6 million in each; 1963 and 1964 -- $3 
million in each, 

Terminated several special Federal assistance pro- 
grams which otherwise would cost the Government an 
estimated $25 million through fiscal 1964, 

Amended the Alaska statehood act (PL 508, 85th 
Congress) to permit Alaskato assume jurisdiction over its 
fish and wildlife resources Jan. 1, 1960 instead of Jan. 1, 
1961 as provided in the act. 

Limited the authority of the President to transfer to 
Alaska property on which Federal activities have been 
conducted to those activities mentioned in HR 7120 or in 
the Alaska statehood act. 


VETERANS’ PENSIONS 


The House June 15, by a standing vote of 226-34, 
passed and sent to the Senate a bill (HR 7650) fixing a new 
formula for determining the pensions of veterans with 
non-service-connected disabilities and for veterans’ 
widows. Passage came under suspension of the rules, 
which prohibited amendments from the floor. 

Cost of the bill, which would take effect July 1, 1960, 
was estimated by the Veterans Administration at about 
$308 million during its first year but was expected to 
decline over the next few years of the new system. Sup- 
porters of the bill said the Government would be saving 
$12 billion a year by the year 2000. However, adding 
widows of World War II and Korean war veterans to the 
pension rolls was estimated to cost $22 billion by the 
year 2000. 

HR 7650 would increase the pensions paid to 70 
percent or 854,000 of the veterans, widows and orphans 
currently on the rolls. In addition, 72,000 veterans 
currently ineligible for pensions because of other income 
would receive payments under the new system and 206,000 
widows would be added to the rolls. 

The main feature of the bill and the device which 
eventually would save money for the Government was a 
new sliding-scale principle relating pension payments to 
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the needs of the prospective pensioners. Instead of the 
flat payments made under current law, future pensions 
would be pegged to the income a veteran or widow re- 
ceives from other sources, excluding social security. 

The current plan provides payments of $66.15 a month 
for veterans under 65 and $78.75 for those 65 and over. 
World War I widows receive $50.50. Thecurrent income 
ceiling is $1,400 for single pensioners and $2,700 for 
those with dependents. 

HR 7650 would provide payments ranging from $40 to 
$90 a month for veterans and from $25 to $75 for their 
widows, plus $15 for each dependent. Income ceilings 
would be set at $1,800 for single pensioners and $3,000 
for those with dependents, 

BACKGROUND -- In his fiscal 1960 Budget Message 
President Eisenhower, noting the rising cost of veterans’ 
pensions, proposed a revision of the pension system to 
include ‘‘effective tests of need, both as toincome and to 
net worth,’’ (Weekly Report p. 94) 

A draft bill embodying Administration recommenda- 
tions was submitted to the House April 15 by Sumner 
Whittier, administrator of the Veterans Administration, 
The bill sought to cut pension costs in the future by four 
major changes in the current law. It would have: imple- 
mented the sliding-scale principle, relating pensions to 
the amount of income from other sources; counted the 
income of a veteran’s spouse in determining eligibility; 
considered a veteran’s net worth as well as his annual 
income in determining eligibility; and included social 
security payments in the amount of other income a pen- 
sioner could receive. 

In reporting the bill June 11 (H Rept 537), the House 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee included in HR 7650three of 
the four Administration proposals. It rejected the inclu- 
sion of social security payments in a prospective pen- 
sioner’s income. (Weekly Report p. 791) 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the Senate, HR 7650 
provided monthly pensions for veterans of World War I, 
World War II and the Korean conflict as follows: 

For single veterans with incomes of $600 or iess, 
$85; with incomes between $600 and $1,200, $70; with 
incomes between $1,200 and $1,800, $40. 

For veterans with dependents and incomes of $1,000 
or less, $90; with incomes between $1,000 and $2,000, $75; 
with incomes between $2,000 and $3,000, $45. 

HR 7650 also provided monthly pensions for widows 
and children of veterans of the three wars as follows: 

For widows with no children, $15 less than single 
veterans receive (range: $60-$25). 

For widows with one child, $75-$40. 

Pensions for a veteran’s child with income of $1,800 
or less would be $35 monthly plus $15 for each additional 


child. 
LEGISLATIVE FUNDS 


The Senate June 18 passed, by a 92-1 roll-call vote, 
and sent to conference a bill (HR 7453) providing $128,- 
797,380 in fiscal 1960 appropriations for Congress and 
related agencies. The total was $7,250,700 under the fiscal 
1959 appropriation. (For voting, see chart p. 850) 

BACKGROUND -- In passing HR 7453 June 1, the 
House appropriated $100,279,350, but, in accordance with 
tradition, did not include funds for the Senate. The Senate 
Appropriations Committee June 16 reported HR 7453 
(S Rept 398), adding $28,518,030, mostly for Senate ex- 
penses. (Weekly Report p. 761, 767) 
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WHEAT PROGRAM 


The House June 18, by a 202-214 roll-call vote, re- 
jected the conference report on a bill (S 1968 -- H Rept 
560) to provide a new wheat program for the 1960 and 1961 
crops and, insisting on its amendments that would provide 
higher price supports than the compromise version, re- 
quested a further conference on the measure, (For voting, 
see chart p. 848) 

The Senate June 17 had agreed by voice vote to the 
conference report, which was signed by all conferees ex- 
cept Sen. George D. Aiken (R Vt.) and House Republicans. 
The report estimated the compromise bill would decrease 
wheat production by 200-300 million bushels per year and 
result in a $150-$200 million annual saving to the Govern- 
ment, It would have supported wheat at 80 percent of 
parity with a 20 percent cutin acreage. In other respects 
it was close to the House version passed June 12, (See 
below) 

President Eisenhower, at his June 17 press confer- 
ence, said any increase in price supports was ‘‘not good 
for the farming industry or for thecountry.’’ (See p. 837) 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate May 22 passed S 1968. 
(Weekly Report p. 733) 


HOUSE ACTION 


The House June 12, by a 189-177 roll-call vote, 
passed an amended bill (HR 7246) that offered wheat grow- 
ers, for the 1960 and 1961 crops, a choice between re- 
ceiving 90 percent of parity price supports in return for 
reducing acreage allotments by 25 percent, or receiving 
50 percent of parity with unlimited production, An amend- 
ment was adopted limiting to $35,000 the total amount of 
price-support loans to any person per year. It rejected, 
by a 141-224 roll call, amotion by Page Belcher (R Okla.) 
to recommit the bill with instructions to substitute pro- 
visions that would retain, generally, the current program 
but permit all wheat farmers to vote in a referendum, 
(For voting, see chart p. 846) 

The House subsequently passed the Senate wheat bill 
(S 1968), amended to conform to the House text, 

BACKGROUND -- The House Agriculture Committee, 
in its May 25 report (H Rept 384) on HR 7246, attributed 
the Nation’s wheat surplus to the Administration’s “‘fail- 
ure’’ to work with Congress for ‘‘sound improvements” 
in the program. Minority views by 11 of the 12 Republi- 
cans on the Committee opposed the bill on grounds it 
would cost $110 million more than the current program, 

PROVISIONS -- The House version of S 1968: 

Offered wheat farmers for the 1960 and 1961 crop 
years a choice -- to be determined by referendum -- 
between (1) reducing their acreage allotment by 25 per- 
cent and receiving 90 percent of parity price support, or 
(2) voting an end to production controls and receiving 50 
percent of parity price support. 

Provided to producers who neither plant nor graze the 
land under the 25 percent reduction, payments in kind 
(wheat) equivalent to one-third the average annual produc- 
tion of the retired acres during the preceding three years. 

Barred such land from eligibility for the soil bank or 
for planting to any price-supported crop. 

Beginning with the 1960 wheat crop, limited to $35,000 
the total amount of price support loans extended to any 
person on any one year’s production of wheat, but exempt- 
ed cooperative marketing organizations. 

Eliminated for 1960 and 1961 the 30-acre exemption 
ceiling on wheat grown for on-the-farm use. 
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Reduced the 15-acre exemption from controls to 12 
acres or the highest planted exempt acreage in 1957-59, 
whichever was less. 

Increased penalties for overplanting. 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

George McGovern (D S.D.) -- Set a $35,000 limit on 
wheat price-support loans; June 11. Voice vote. 

Delbert L, Latta (R Ohio), as amended by Carl 
Albert (D Okla.) -- Define farmers eligible to vote in a 
referendum as those who have a wheat allotment for the 
crop to be harvested in the year the referendum is held 
and who have complied with such acreage allotment; June 
11. Voice. 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

Page Belcher (R Okla.) -- Substitute for the Commit- 
tee bill new provisions for a permanent program that 
would: maintain the current 55 million minimum national 
acreage allotment and the 75 to90percent of parity price 
support level; repeal the 15-acre exemption from market- 
ing quotas; eliminate the 30-acre ceiling on wheat grown 
for on-the-farm use; strengthen overproduction penalties; 
allow all wheat farmers to voteinareferendum; June 11. 
Teller, 114-168. 

Toby Morris (D Okla.) -- Substitute for the Belcher 
proposals a wheat plan that would include a direct pay- 
ments program; June 11. Voice. 

Charles H. Brown (D Mo.) -- Amend Belcher plan to 
completely bar price support payments if marketing 
quotas are rejected; June 11. Standing, 35-92. 

Harlan Hagen (D Calif.) -- Amend Belcher plan to 
provide more rigid penalties for excess plantings; June 
11. Standing, 97-132; Teller, 105-148. 

Robert H. Michel (R Ill.) -- Amend Belcher plan to 
set a $50,000 limit on wheat loans; June 11. Standing, 
99-136, 

John F, Baldwin (R Calif.) -- Set $50,000 limit on 
wheat loans; June 11. Standing, 33-76. 

Albert Quie (R Minn.) -- Raise from 25 percent to 30 
percent the acreage reduction required to receive 90 per- 
cent of parity price support; allow a wheat farmer to 
voluntarily retire all his allotment in return for payments 
in kind; impose marketing penalties on a farm’s entire 
wheat production if acreage diverted is used for grazing 
or raising of other crops; repeal the 15-acre exemption, 
but allow all farmers the right tovotein the national ref- 
erendum; direct the Secretary of Agriculture to make a 
study of a program based on bushelage allotment for wheat 
and report to Congress; June 11. Voice vote. 

Neal Smith (D Iowa) -- Provide that under the pay- 
ments-in-kind provision, CCC would redeem such certifi- 
cates in cash, in lieu of wheat; June 11. Voice. 

Latta -- Retain the 15-acre exemption. June 11. 
Voice. 

DEBATE -- June 11 -- Car] Albert (DOkla.), chair- 
man of the Wheat Subcommittee -- The Department of 
Agriculture estimate that the Committee bill would result 
in an annual cost increase of $110 million ‘‘simply is not 
true.’’ Instead, a Library of Congress report estimated 
that under HR 7246 there would be an annual Government 
saving of $264 million. 

J. Floyd Breeding (D Kan.) -- ‘‘I am convinced that 
a vast majority of commercial wheat farmers will accept 
the rather painful formula contained in HR 7246 for 
achieving a substantial reduction in production,”’ provid- 
ing they are compensated by higher price supports. 

Charles B. Hoeven (R Iowa) -- The Belcher substitute 
would reduce production by at least $150 million bushels 
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a year and save $80 million, if marketing quotas are 
approved, or $350 million if quotas are voted out. “It has 
the approval of the Department of Agriculture (and) the 
American Farm Bureau (Federation),”’ 


STRAUSS NOMINATION 


The Senate June 19 rejected, by a 46-49 roll-call 
vote, the nomination of Lewis L. Strauss as Secretary of 
Commerce. (For voting, see chart p. 850) 

Two Republicans ~- Sens, William Langer (N.D.) and 
Margaret Chase Smith (Maine) -- and 47 Democrats voted 
against the nomination, Thirty-one Republicans and 15 
Democrats -- all but four ofthemfromthe South -- voted 
for confirmation. 

Opponents of Strauss charged him with lack of candor 
and lack of cooperation with Congress, both during his 
prior service as Chairman of the Atomic Energy Com- 
mission and during the lengthy hearings onhis confirma- 
tion as Secretary of Commerce. His supporters said that 
the opponents were seeking to embarrass President 
Eisenhower and punish Strauss for his ‘‘conservative’’ 
political views and his alleged opposition to public power, 

Strauss was the eighth Cabinet nominee in history and 
the first since 1925 to be rejected bythe Senate. He was 
also the first nominee for any major post to be rejected 
since Mr, Eisenhower became President in 1953. (Weekly 
Report p. 672, 808) 


President Eisenhower had reiterated his complete 


support of Strauss June 17. (See p. 837) 

The President June 19 told a special press confer- 
ence: ‘‘It is the American people who are the losers in this 
sad episode.’’ He again commended Strauss, 

Strauss June 19 commented: ‘‘It has been a privilege 
to have served our country for so many years. I have 
done the best I knew how todo -- to protect and defend the 
national security even when that was not the recognized, 
nor easy, nor popular course of action at the time. I leave 
with confidence that history will be just.”’ 

The final vote came at 12:35 a.m. June 19, after the 
Democratic leadership had forced the Senate into more 
than 12 hours of continuous session. The speedup tactic 
was adopted after several days’ efforts had failed to ob- 
tain a unanimous consent agreement on atime for a vote. 

During the final hours of debate, Republican Senators 
held the floor to delay a vote until three of their absent 
colleagues could return to Washington. Thruston B, Mor- 
ton (R Ky.) and Wallace F, Bennett (R Utah) flew back 
from speaking engagements in the West in time to vote. 
Milton R. Young (R N.D.) was delayed in returning from 
his home state, but Mike Mansfield (D Mont.), who was 
present, agreed at the last moment to pair with Young, 
eliminating the necessity for a further delay. 

The only Senator who did not record his stand on the 
nomination was J.W, Fulbright (D Ark.), He had been in 
the Senate prior to the vote but was officially reported to 
be absent because of illness when the roll was called. 

The four leading Democratic Presidential possibili- 
ties -- Sens, Lyndon B. Johnson (Texas), Hubert H, Hum- 
phrey (Minn.), John F, Kennedy (Mass.) and Stuart Sym- 
ington (Mo.) -- all opposed the Strauss nomination. 

During the week before the vote, there were reports 
confirmed by union sources, that United Mine Workers 
President John L, Lewis was working on Strauss’ behalf. 
But both Senators from West Virginia, where the UMW 
has its greatest political strength, opposed the nomina- 
tion, 
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BACKGROUND -- Strauss had been serving as Secre- 
tary of Commerce under recess appointment since Nov. 
i3, 1958. His nomination was reported favorably (Exec 
Rept 4) by a 9-8 vote ofthe Senate Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee June 4, Formal floor debate began 
June 5. (Weekly Report p. 789) 


MUTUAL SECURITY PROGRAM 


The House June 18 passed, by a 271-142 roll-call 
vote, an amended bill (HR 7500) authorizing $3,542,600,000 
in fiscal 1960 funds for the Mutual Security Program. Be- 
fore passage the House rejected, by voice vote, a motion 
by Marguerite Stitt Church (R Il.) to recommit the bill to 
the Foreign Affairs Committee for further consideration. 
Debate on the measure began June 15 when the House 
adopted, by a 278-93 roll call, the rule (H Res 293) pro- 
viding for its consideration. (For voting see chart p. 848) 

As passed by the House, the bill authorized $366, - 
800,000 less than the President requested and shifted 
somewhat the program’s traditional emphasis on military 
aid to economic assistance. The only cut voted on the 
House floor was a reduction of $100 millionin the Devel- 
opment Loan Fund authorization. The amendment to cut 
the authorization back to $700 million, the amount the 
President asked, was accepted on a 164-86 teller vote. 

BACKGROUND -- The House Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee reported HR 7500 (H Rept 440) June5. The Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee approved its version of the 
1959 Mutual Security Act (S 1451) June 15. (Weekly 
Report p. 790; also see p. 823) 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the House, the funds 
authorized in HR 7500 were: 





Military assistance $1,440,000,000 

Economic assistance 
Defense support 750,000,000 
Development Loan Fund 700,000,000 
Technical assistance 179,500,000 
Other programs 123,100,000 
Special assistance 250,000,000 
President’s contingency fund 100,000,000 
TOTAL $3,542,600,000 


The bill also: 

Created a new office of Inspector General and Comp- 
troller in the State Department to take major responsibil- 
ity for audits and financial control of the program and 
made his records available to the General Accounting Of- 
fice and Congress. 

Required that future recommendations for defense 
support contain a detailed explanation, country by coun- 
try, of the amount of military strength sought. 

Required the U.S, ambassador in acountry receiving 
military aid to ‘‘make sure the recommendations...are 
coordinated with political and economic considerations,”’ 
and to attach his comments to the recommendations. 

Set as standards for determining need for military as- 
sistance the needs to meet the danger of direct Communist 
armed aggression or infiltration or to meet agreements 
within collective defense arrangements, 

Directed the President, in making fiscal 1961 re- 
quests for the program, to submit adetailed plan for pro- 
gressive reduction of all bilateral grant assistance. 

Provided that the use of foreign currencies received 
in repayment of loans be determined by Congress through 
appropriation bills. 
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Required that all overseas construction contracts be 
made by competitive bidding. 

Abolished the International Development Advisory 
Board. 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

Alvin M. Bentley (R Mich.) -- Delete fromthe policy 
statement the word ‘‘abiding’’ in the section stating the 
U.S. has an abiding interest in helping people in underde- 
veloped countries; June 17. Standing vote, 64-54, 

John W. McCormack (D Mass.) -- Amend the policy 
statement to assert U.S, interest inhelping peoples of the 
world to gain ‘‘justice’’ as well as improved living stand- 
ards; June 17. Voice. 

Armistead I, Selden (D Ala.) -- Reduce from $800 
million to $700 million the fiscal 1960 authorization for 
the Development Loan Fund; June 18. Teller, 164-86. 

H.R. Gross (R Iowa) -- Abolish the International De- 
velopment Advisory Board; June 18. Rejected, standing, 
57-62; accepted teller, 75-74. 

J. Vaughan Gary (D Va.) -- Provide that the use of 
foreign currencies received in repayment of loans bede- 
termined by Congress through appropriation bills, rather 
than by the President; June 18. Voice. 

Barratt O’Hara (D III.) -- Delete the section authoriz- 
ing the Investment Guaranty Fund to insure against risks 
of insurrection and civil strife; June 18. Voice. 

E. Ross Adair (R Ind.) -- Delete section giving the 
President authority totransfer upto 30 percentin military 
aid funds to non-military programs; June 18. Voice. (In 
effect, this retained the President’s authority totransfer 
10 percent of such funds.) 

Lindley G. Beckworth (D Texas) -- Provide that all 
contracts under the bill be made through competitive bid- 
ding June 18. Voice. 

Porter Hardy Jr. (D Va.) -- Make all records and 
reports relating to the office of the InspectorGeneral and 
Comptroller and to the International Cooperation Admin- 
istration available to the GAO and toCongress for exam- 
ination; June 18. Voice. 

Paul G, Rogers (D Fla.) -- Direct the President in 
making fiscal 1961 requests for the program, to submit 
a detailed program for progressive reduction of all bi- 
lateral grant assistance; June 18. Voice. 


AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

John Dowdy (D Texas) -- Prohibit all appropriations 
under the Mutual Security Act of 1959 which would have 
the effect of increasing the public debt; June17. Standing, 
56-94, 

John James Flynt Jr. (D Ga.) -- Prohibit any mutual 
security appropriations that would unbalance the Federal 
budget; June 17, Standing, 56-94. 

H.R. Gross (R Iowa) -- Declare in the policy state- 
ment that the U.S. should have as little political connec- 
tion with foreign nations as possible; June 17, Standing, 
33-84. 

Alvin M, Bentley (R Mich.) -- Reduce fiscal 1960 
military assistance authorization from $1,440,000,000 
to $1,300,000,000; June 17. Standing, 83-97, teller, 
101-103. 

Ross Bass (D Tenn.) -- Amend Bentley amendment 
to prohibit obligating any of the military aid authorization 
until the unexpended balance for that purpose was less 
than $500 million; June 17. Voice. 

George S. McGovern (D S.D.) -- Amend Bentley 
amendment so as to cut military assistance to $1,240,- 
000,000; June 17. Standing, 87-107. 
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Charles O, Porter (D Ore.) -- Terminate military 
assistance to any American republic, except military per- 
sonnel training; June 17. Standing, 1-105. 

Porter -- Prohibit extension of military aid to the 
Republic of China so long as its armed forces number 
more than 200,000; June 17, Standing, 6-143. 

Michael A, Feighan (D Ohio) -- Prohibit military 
assistance to Yugoslavia; June 17, Standing, 47-61, 

Bentley -- Reduce defense support authorization from 
$750 million to $635 million; June 17. Standing, 29-78, 

Bentley -- Delete from the bill the section authoriz- 
ing the use of counterpart funds for educational purposes; 
June 17, Standing, 61-80. 

Cleveland M, Bailey (D W.Va.) -- Delete the entire 
section dealing with the use of counterpart funds; June 17, 
Standing, 41-81. 

John Dent (D Pa.) -- Prohibit loans from the Develop- 
ment Loan Fund for the construction or improvement of 
factories producing goods that, as imports to the U.S., 
compete with domestically produced goods; June 18, 
Teller, 79-170, 

Bentley -- Reduce authorization for special assist- 
ance from $250,000,000 to $171,800,000; June 18. Stand- 
ing, 40-101. 

Leonard G, Wolf (D Iowa) -- Authorize the gift of up 
to $250 million worth of surplus food and fiber to the 
United Nations for distribution to needy nations; June 18, 
Standing, 47-96. 

John D, Dingell (D Mich.) -- Amend Wolf amendment 
to prohibit products not available to needy in the U.S, 
from being shipped; June 18. Voice. 

Harris B. McDowell Jr. (D Del.) -- Permit military 
assistance funds (under the 30 percent limit) to be trans- 
ferred only to technical cooperation and special assist- 
ance; June 18. Voice. 

Bentley -- Delete section providing that the President 
may waive conditions of completion of plans and cost es- 
timates in connection with loans made by the Development 
Loan Fund; June 18. Standing, 43-81. 

Gross -- Declare it U.S, policy to expect other UN 
member countries to take a‘ ‘fair share’’ of support of the 
UN Emergency Force; June 18. Voice. 

Porter -- Provide for terminating U.S, assistance 
that is misrepresented as touse or origin by foreign gov- 
ernment officials; June 18. Standing, 3-131. 

Richard H. Poff (R Va.) -- Terminate assistarice to 
countries which reduce their income taxes; June 18, Voice. 

J. Edward Roush (D Ind.) -- Require the ICA to sub- 
mit a detailed budget presentation, country by country, of 
all funds requested; June 18. Standing, 47-111. 

Gross -- Delete section increasing the insurance au- 
thority of the Investment Guaranty Fund from $500 million 
to $1 billion; June 18. Voice. 

Porter -- Prohibit and set penalties for the giving of 
political tests to employees of ICA and the Inspector 
General’s office; June 18. Standing, 7-129. 

DEBATE -- June 17 -- Armistead I, Selden (D Ala.) 
-- With $800 million the. Development Loan Fund would 
be in ‘‘danger of overcapitalization,’’ 

June 18 -- A.S,J, Carnahan (D Mo.) -- The Commit- 
tee increased the item because of the shift in emphasis 
in the over-all program from military to economic and 
in order to help ‘‘get away from foreign aid by grants and 
shift to loans.”’ 

Thor C, Tollefson (R Wash.) -- ‘‘There is nothing in 
the hearings or in this debate...to justify this (the Com- 
mittee’s) increase in the budget request.”’ 
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COMMERCE APPROPRIATION 


The Senate June 18 passed, by an89-4 roll-call vote, 
and sent to conference a bill (HR 7349) appropriating 
$715,328,500 for the Commerce Department and related 
agencies in fiscal 1960. (For voting, see chart p. 850) 
It appropriated $16 million less than the President re- 
quested and $40 million more than the House voted. 

Efforts by Sens. John J. Williams (R Del.) and Paul 
H, Douglas (D II1.) tocut payments to ship operators were 
defeated. The Senate Appropriations Committee had 
recommended authorizing subsidies for 2,600 voyages in 
fiscal 1960; the House had authorized 2,040 voyages, the 
number proposed in the President’s budget. Williams’ 
attempt to cut the subsidies to 2,265 was rejected on a 
23-42 roll call and the committee amendment agreed to 
by a 43-22 vote, 

Douglas offered an amendment to delete $1,250,000 to 
pay shipowners for the cost of designing two superliners 
authorized by Congress in 1958. (Weekly Report p. 779) 
President Eisenhower asked in his Budget Message that 
Congress amend the law to provide for construction by 
private industry rather than the Government. Douglas 
said that once the initial payment was made, ‘‘one appro- 
priation will follow another, and ultimately $250 million 
(his estimated cost of the ships) will godown the drain,” 
Floor manager Spessard L. Holland (D Fla.) said that 
regardless whether the ships were built, theGovernment, 
even without a contract, was ‘‘obligated to pay for their 
designs.’’ Douglas’ amendment lost on a 20-42 roll call. 
(For voting, see chart p. 845) 

BACKGROUND -- HR 7349 was reported (S Rept 397) 
June 16 by the Senate Committee, which recommended 
$715,328,500. The chief increases over the House total 
were $30 million for forest highways and $4 million for 
public lands highways. The House Appropriations Com- 
mittee, as the President had requested, had called for 
financing these roads from the highway trust fund but the 
provision was stricken on the House floor, leaving no 
funds available for the roads. (Weekly Report p. 758) 

The Senate Committee reported estimates that the 
highway fund, by the end of fiscal 1960, would have a 
deficit of $500 million if the requested increase in gaso- 
line taxes were not enacted, It therefore specified that 
for federal-aid highways $2,840,000,000 ‘‘or so much 
thereof as may be available’’ in the fund could be allo- 
cated to the states. (Weekly Report p. 742, 599) 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 7349: 

Authorized the Bureau of Public Roads to draw 
$2,840,000,000, or so much thereof as may be available, 
from the Federal Highway Trust Fund to meet commit- 
ments for federal-aid highways. 

Appropriated the following: 


Commerce Department $536, 233,500 
Panama Canal 21,770,000 
Small Business Administration 155,190,000 


Tariff Commission 2,135,000 
TOTAL 


$715,328,500 
AMENDMENTS REJECTED 


John J, Williams (R Del.) -- Reduce to 2,265 the 
number of voyages for which ship operating subsidies 
were authorized; June 17. Roll-call vote, 23-42. 

Paul H, Douglas (D II.) -- Delete $1,250,000 for pay- 
ment to shipowners for the cost of designing two super- 
liners; June 17. Roll call, 20-42, 
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TOBACCO SUPPORTS 


The Senate June 12 agreed by voice vote to a House 
amendment to its version of a bill (S 1901) designed to 
stabilize tobacco support prices. The action sent the 
measure to the President. The House had passed the 
Senate-approved bill June 10 with an amendment limit- 
ing to $50,000 the total amount of price-support loans 
any person could receive on the 1960 production of 
tobacco, 

PROVISIONS -- See Weekly Report p. 788. 


COAL RESEARCH COMMISSION 


The House June 12, bya 251-54 roll-call vote, passed 
with amendments and sent to the Senate a bill (HR 6596) 
creating a Coal Research and Development Commission. 
(For voting, see chart p. 846) 

The bill, introduced by Rep. Wayne N, Aspinall (D 
Colo.), would establish an independent Federal agency to 
carry on research to develop new and more effective uses 
for coal, to expand existing uses and reduce the costs of 
production and distribution. 

HR 6596 was criticized as creating an agency which 
would duplicate the jurisdiction of the Interior Depart- 
ment’s Bureau of Mines. The Interior Department op- 
posed the bill for this reason, though endorsing its pur- 


pose. 

BACKGROUND -- The House Interior and Insular 
Affairs Committee May 20 reported HR 6596 (H Rept 
370). The bill as reported would have established a 
commission with no termination date. (Weekly Report 
p. 742) 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the Senate, HR 6596, the 
Coal Research and Development Act: 

Created an independent agency in the Executive 
Branch to be headed by three commissioners experienced 
in industrial-type research activities and to serve for 
three years, 

Directed the commission to develop new and more 
effective uses for coal, improve and expand existing uses 
for coal, reduce the cost of coal production and distribu- 
tion and emphasize those developments in uses for coal 
of particular value to small coal producers, 

To carry out its duties the commission was author- 
ized to conduct research projects, contract for research 
projects by independent groups and collect and promote 
the coordination of all available research information, 

Prohibited the commission from duplicating re- 
search being conducted by any other Federal or state 
agency, 

Authorized an appropriation of $2 million for the 
commission in fiscal 1960, 

Limited the authority of the commission to five years 
and required it to present a report of its accomplish- 
ments after the fourth year. 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

Aspinall -- Limit the authority of the commission 
to five years from the date of its first organizational 
meeting; June 12. Voice vote. 

John W. McCormack (D Mass.) -- Prohibit the du- 
plication of work by the commission and other agencies; 
June 12, Voice. 

AMENDMENT REJECTED 

Ed Edmondson (D Okla.) -- Extend the life of the 
commission to eight years; June 12. Voice. 
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CIVIL RIGHTS 


Senate and House subcommittees handling civil rights 
legislation June 17 took opposite stands on the advisability 
of granting the Attorney General authority to initiate civil 
suits to compel school desegregation and protect other 
civil rights outside the voting field. 

House Judiciary Subcommittee No. 5 approved an 
amended bill (HR 3147) containing this authority, similar 
to Section III of the civil rights bill of 1957. 

At the same time, the Senate Judiciary Constitutional 
Rights Subcommittee voted to strip this authority from all 
the bills it had under consideration, 

The details of the action: 

@ HOUSE -- In essence, the House Subcommittee, with 
no Southern Democrats on it, approved the Administra- 
tion’s 1959 civil rights proposals, plus the disputed Section 
III authority. 

As it went to the full House Judiciary Committee, HR 
3147 would: 

1 -- Make mob interference with Federal court 
school desegregation decisions a Federal crime. 

2 -- Make it a Federal crime to cross state lines to 
avoid prosecution for bombing a church or school. 

3 -- Require preservation of local voting records and 
give the Justice Department the right to inspect those 
records. 

4 -- Extend for two years, until September 1961, the 
life of the Federal Civil Rights Commission. 

5 -- Grant statutory authority to the President’s 
Committee on Government Contracts, which seeks to 
eliminate discrimination in private employment. 

6 -- Authorize limited technical and financial aid to 
areas faced with school desegregation problems. 

7 -- Provide emergency schooling for armed forces 
children in the event public schools were closed by inte- 
gration disputes. 

8 -- Authorize the Attorney General to file civil suits 
on behalf of persons who complain their rights under the 
Fourteenth Amendment have been violated. 

The first seven points were requested by the Presi- 
dent Feb, 5. (For details of these proposals, see Weekly 
Report p. 277) 

The last point, the so-called Section III authority, was 
proposed by the Administration in 1957 but rejected by the 
Senate that year. It was opposed by the Administration 
this year. (Weekly Report p. 470) 

Republicans on the House subcommittee reportedly 
opposed inclusion of the Part III authority in HR 3147. 

@ SENATE -- The Senate subcommittee voted, 5-3, to 
remove the Section III authority fromS 810 and other bills 
with similar provisions. Sens. Joseph C, O’Mahoney (D 
Wyo.), Olin D, Johnston (D S.C.), Sam J. Ervin Jr. (D 
N.C.), John L, McClellan (D Ark.) and Roman L, Hruska 
(R Neb.) supported the motion, and Sens. Thomas C, Hen- 
nings Jr. (D Mo.), John A, Carroll (D Colo.) and William 
Langer (R N.D.) opposed it. 

The Subcommittee decided to postpone further con- 
sideration of civil rights legislation until the Senate 
voted on the nomination of Lewis L, Strauss as Secretary 
of Commerce. 
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AGED AND AGING 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Labor and Public Welfare, 
Problems of the Aged and Aging Subcommittee, 

HELD HEARINGS -- On problems resulting from the 
mounting number of older persons. 

TESTIMONY -- June 16 -- Subcommittee Chairman 
Pat McNamara (D Mich.) said in an opening statement that 
there was ‘‘vast waste of wisdom, experience, and human 
resources in the compulsory retirement of our older citi- 
zens; in the depressed housing so many of them must 
accept; in the less than subsistence income they receive.”’ 

Wilbur J. Cohen, professor of public welfare adminis- 
tration at the University of Michigan, said the net increase 
in persons aged 65 was nearly 1,000 aday, and that by 1975 
there would be 20 million aged persons in the United 
States. Cohen also said: at present there were 15.4 million 
persons aged 65 and over, representing 8.6 percent of the 
total population; only about one in every fivehad a paying 
job in December 1958 and in 1958, three-fifths of all 
persons over 65 had less than $1,000 in income. 

Dr. Frederick C. Swartz, chairman of the American 
Medical Assn.’s Committee on Aging, said ‘‘retirement 
at the present retirement age...is economically unsound 
and will prove ruinous intime.’’ He said doctors realized 
‘the stigmata and diseases usually associated with aging 
are due to the impact of stress and environment,’’ and 
could be ‘‘attacked and defeated.’’ 

June 17 -- Charles E, Odell, director of the Depart- 
ment of Older Workers, United Auto Workers (AFL-CIO), 
said serious consideration should be given to national 
legislation on age discrimination in fair employment 
practices laws, as had been doneinsomestates. He also 
suggested legislation to encourage Federal, state and local 
governments ‘‘to act as policy makers and leaders’’ in 
gaining greater flexibility in retirement policy. Odell said 
it ‘‘would certainly be desirable to build into the Social 
Security System a more adequate interpretation of disabil- 
ity for retirement purposes and a more sensitive method 
of adjusting benefit levels to reflect changes in the cost 
of living. 

Harold W, Williams, executive director of Pennsyl- 
vania’s Advisory Board on Problems of Older Workers, 
said that for older workers, the Government should: pro- 
vide a standard system of adequate unemployment com- 
pensation, with a minimum of 50 percent of pay for 39 
weeks; create more jobopportunities through area rede- 
velopment; and promote ‘‘vigorous’”’ retraining programs, 

Dwight S, Sargent, personnel director of Consolidated 
Edison Co,, N.Y., recommended changing the ‘‘limitation 
on earnings’’ requirement of social security after benefit 
payments started so men aged 65-71 would be encouraged 
to work ‘‘instead of being penalized as they are now if they 
earn over $1,200 a year.”’ 

June 18 -- Ernest Bohn, executive director of the 
Cleveland, Ohio, Housing Authority, said the Subcommittee 
should sponsor a legislative program for ‘‘an intelligent 
down-to-earth research program”’ on housing for the el- 
derly, and that a Division on the Elderly should be set up 
within the Federal Housing Administration to begin an 
education program among financial agencies and builders. 
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EMPLOYMENT ACT 


COMMITTEE -- House Government Operations. 

ACTION -- June 12 reported a bill (HR 6263 -- H Rept 
539) amending the Employment Act of 1946 ‘‘to provide for 
its more effective administration, and to bringto bear an 
informed public opinion upon price and wage increases 
which threaten economic stability.’’ 

The bill expressed the sense of Congress that the 
President and Government ‘‘give due effect’’ to certain 
provisions of the Employment Act which the Committee 
said had not been given ‘‘sufficient attention or emphasis."’ 
In addition to listing and amplifying these provisions, the 
bill directed the President to hold public hearings, either 
directly or through a Federal agency, on price increases 
he deemed a threat tothe Nation’s economic stability, and 
on associated wage increases when they were termed a 
cause of the price increases, The report said the object of 
the hearings was ‘‘to bring to bear an informed public 
opinion’’ on the increases, ‘‘particularly those occurring 
in the concentrated industries where relatively few firms 
account for most of the output.’’ 

Provisions of the act for which HR 6263 asked ‘‘due 
effect’’ were those setting forth the goals of maximum 
employment, production, and purchasing power; requiring 
the President to include in his annual Economic Report 
levels of employment, production and purchasing power he 
deemed ‘‘maximum’’; giving the President discretionary 
power to make recommendations, and requiring a review 
of the Government’s economic program, 

The bill stipulated that, in the Economic Report, the 
President state various levels ‘‘in quantitative terms”’ 
and include ‘‘current and foreseeable trends.’’ It also 
directed the President to include monetary and credit 
policies in the economic review, as well as any divergent 
Federal Reserve Board views on them. 

The bill amplified the act’s goals by stating that the 
term ‘‘maximum production’’ included ‘‘the concept of 
sustained growth,”’ and that the term ‘‘maximum purchas- 
ing power’’ included ‘‘the concept of reasonable price 
stability.’’ The report said ‘‘sustained growth should 
always be our national policy,’’ and that ‘ ‘productive faci- 
lities as well as their utilization’’ should be ‘‘constantly 
expanded as needed,’’ 

The report said an Administration bill (HR 5658) was 
“limited in its scope and does not concernitself with the 
specifics of how to achieve price stability’’ or growth. 

In minority views, 11 Republican Committee mem- 
bers said the bill’s ‘‘sweeping provisions’’ were ‘‘pre- 
mature,’’ since the Joint Economic Committee was 
conducting a study of economic problems, They also said 
public hearings ‘‘would be price and wage control by in- 
quisition,’’ and that disclosure of Federal Reserve Board 
views would impair the agency’s independence, 


MUTUAL SECURITY PROGRAM 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Foreign Relations. 

ACTION -- June 15 voted 13-2 to approve an amended 
bill (S 1451) authorizing $4,164,720,000 in fiscal 1960 
funds for the Mutual Security Program. The total 
authorized in S 1451 was $255,320,000 more than the 
$3,909,400,000 requested by the Administration. Of the 
Committee total, $1 billion was authorized to be borrowed 
from the Treasury for the Development Loan Fund, a 
move opposed by the Administration, The President, in 
requesting $700 million in new funds for the DLF, had 
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asked it be appropriated directly by Congress. (Weekly 
Report p. 802) 

The Committee’s action, however, marked the first 
time in the foreign aid program’s history that a Congres- 
sional committee voted to increase, rather than cut back, 
the total request submitted. Voting against approval were 
Sens. Wayne Morse (D Ore.) and William Langer (R N.D.). 

The bill also provided $1 billion for the Development 
Loan Fund in each of the four fiscal years from 1961 
through 1965, Other authorizations approved by the Com- 
mittee included: military assistance, $1,600,000,000; de- 
fense support, $835,000,000; technical cooperation, $211,- 
000,000; special assistance and other programs, $336,- 
220,000; the President’s contingency fund, $180,000,000; 
Government surplus machine and tool purchase for small 
businesses in underdeveloped countries, $2,500,000. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- June 12 -- The House 
Foreign Affairs Committee reported a resolution (H Con 
Res 188 -- H Rept542) expressing the sense of Congress 
as desiring freedom of speech, press and.-religion in 
countries receiving mutual security aid. The report said 
the resolution was ‘‘cast in terms of military assistance 
because of the feeling prevalent in some areas of the 
world that our military assistance might possibly be used 
to oppress the citizens of the recipient nations,” 

June 15 -- The House Government Operations Com- 
mittee issued a 5l-page report (H Rept 546) charging 
corruption and mismanagement of foreign aid to Laos. The 
report was the result of an investigation conducted by the 
Foreign Operations and Monetary Affairs Subcommittee. 
The report urged the Justice Department, the General 
Accounting Office and the Internal Revenue Service to 
review the conditions described todetermine whether any 
action was needed. (Weekly Report p. 480) 

A joint reply to the report’s charges was issued June 
15 by the State Department and the International Coopera- 
tion Administration, The report’s allegations of bribery, 
maladministration and failures of the Laos aid program 
were described by the agencies as either untrue or exag- 
gerated, In a separate statement, the State Department 
denied the Committee’s charge that J, Graham Parsons, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for the Far East and 
former Ambassador to Laos, had helped to remove an ICA 
auditor from his post, The statement said Parsons had 
written twice to Subcommittee Chairman Porter Hardy Jr. 
(D Va.) offering to testify but that he was not called to 
appear and his letters were not answered, 

Hardy June 16 said the statement was in error con- 
cerning Parsons’ offers to testify. 


RENEGOTIATION ACT 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Finance. 

ACTION -- June 16 ordered reported a bill (HR 7086) 
extending for 30 months -- until Dec, 31, 1961 -- the 
Renegotiation Act of 1951. Before approving the House- 
passed bill the Committee adopted amendments striking 
out the House provisions for a four-year extension and 
for strengthening the position of firms holding defense 
procurement contracts in proceedings before the Renego- 
tiation Board. Instead, the committee-approved bill would 
extend current provisions of the act and provide for a 
Congressional study of procurement practices in connec- 
tion with the renegotiation of contracts. The proposed 
study first would be made by either the House or the 
Senate Armed Services Committee, or by them jointly, 
with a subsequent study by the staff of the Joint Internal 
Revenue Taxation Committee. (Weekly Report p. 736) 
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NATIONAL DEBT LIMIT 


COMMITTEE -- House Ways and Means. 
ACTION -- June 16 reported a bill (HR 7749 -- 
H Rept 556) authorizing a $2 billion increase in the per- 
manent debt ceiling, from $283 billion to $285 billion, and 
a one-year, temporary increase to $295 billion. 

President Eisenhower June 8 asked Congress for the 
temporary increase to $295 million, to gointo effect July 
1, after an existing $288 billion temporary limit expired. 
The Committee said the temporary increase appeared 
necessary, but that it did not ‘‘believe it desirable’’ to 
provide a permanent ceiling of $288 billion which the 
President also requested. The $285 billion ceiling was 
‘more appropriate,’’ according to the Committee, be- 
cause Treasury Secretary Robert B, Anderson had stated 
that the public debt subject to limit was expected to be 
approximately $285 billion by June 30, and the outlook for 
fiscal 1960 was for ‘‘a level of budget receipts sufficient 
to cover budget expenditures.’’ (Weekly Report p. 800) 

The report said proposals for automatic debt retire- 
ment would not be effective because the ‘‘debt cannot be 
reduced when there is no surplus.’’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- June 16 -- Demo- 
cratic Sens. JosephS, Clark (Pa.) and Wayne Morse (Ore.) 
and eight Democratic co-sponsors introduced a bill (S 
2194) to reduce the debt limit to $268 billion through a 
bookkeeping device which would apply the ceiling to net 
debt instead of gross debt. It would provide for deduction 
from gross debt of about $20 billion in obligations, 
including FHA and VA mortgages and avariety of Govern- 
ment loans, and about $6.5 billion of revenue-producing 
Government projects, including the Tennessee Valley 
Authority and St. Lawrence Seaway. 


FAIR TRADE 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Interstate and ForeignCom- 
merce, special subcommittee. 

HELD HEARINGS -- On a “‘fair trade’’ bill (S 1083) 
that would permit manufacturers to set minimum retail 
prices on their branded goods moving in interstate com- 
merce, The House Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee reported a similar bill (HR 1253) June 9. 
(Weekly Report p. 790) 

TESTIMONY -- June 15 --Sen. William Proxmire (D 
Wis.), cosponsor of S 1083 with Sen. Hubert H. Humphrey 
(D Minn.), said enactment of the legislation was ‘‘essen- 
tial to the health and even existence of small business.’’ 

Rep. Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.) opposed the bill on the 
grounds it would permit a system of retail price-fixing 
‘‘directly contrary to Federal antitrust principles.’’ 
Celler also said supreme courts in 16 states had struck 
down all or parts of state ‘‘fair trade’”’ laws. 

A spokesman for the California Grocers Assn, and 
California Pharmaceutical Assn, urged enactment of the 
legislation to counteract ‘‘bait and leader practices inthe 
sale of trade-marked articles (which) undermine genuine 
competition,”’ 

June 16 -- Robert A, Bicks, Department of Justice 
Antitrust Division, opposed any Federal ‘‘fairtrade’’ law 
as likely to cause ‘‘tremendously higher prices to con- 
sumers,’’ Large chain stores and mail order houses, 
Bicks said, would put out products under their own private 
brand names and undersell retailers handling nationally 
advertised brand products. Bicks said tighter enforce- 
ment of the antitrust laws, not their abandonment, would 
strengthen competition. 








PAGE 824 -- Week ending June 19, 1959 ——repoduciian proibined in whale 


INTEREST RATES 


COMMITTEE -- House Ways and Means. 
HELD HEARINGS -- On an Administration proposal 
to repeal the present interest rate ceilings on Government 
bonds. (Weekly Report p. 800) 

TESTIMONY -- June 10 --Secretary of the Treasury 
Robert B, Anderson rejected as impractical, inflationary 
or inequitable alternative proposals to the Administra- 
tion’s request for repeal of the present 4-1/4 percent 
interest rate ceiling on long-term (over five years) 
Government bonds and the 3-1/4 percent interest ceiling 
on savings bonds. He said it ‘‘is simply not so’’ that 
removal of the ceilings would bring increased interest 
rates in general. He said that if Congress refused to 
approve the proposal the Treasury would be forced to 
borrow heavily in short-term securities, on which there 
is no interest ceiling, with inflationary consequences, 
‘*Expectations of inflation tend to cause higher, not lower, 
interest rates,’’ he said, because bond buyers would try 
to compensate for the prospective lower value of the dollar 
by demanding a higher rate of return. 

Anderson said the Treasury could maintain a 4-1/4 
percent interest rate on bonds if it sold them at discount, 
but he said the Treasury ‘‘has not believed it appropriate”’ 
to circumvent the ceiling in this manner, 

June 11 -- Chairman William McChesney Martin Jr. 
of the Federal Reserve Board said the Administration’s 
proposal was ‘‘necessary and desirable.’’ Martin said he 
was speaking on behalf of the Federal Reserve System’s 
governors, not the Administration. He said suggestions 
that the Reserve System try to prevent interest rates 
from rising by pegging rates on Government obligations 
‘‘cannot be done without promoting inflation -- indeed 
without converting the Federal Reserve System into an 
engine of inflation.’’ 

He said pegging, which would mean the Federal Re- 
serve would buy enough U.S. bonds to keep the market 
price at a predetermined level, would be followed shortly 
by ‘‘an acceleration of the outflow of gold in response 
to demands from abroad, by further diversion of savings 
from investment in bonds and other fixed interest oblig- 
ations into stocks and other equities, and by a mounting 
of demands for borrowed funds in order to speculate in 
equities and to beat the higher prices and costs anti- 
cipated in the future.’’ 

Martin said the only way to bring about lower interest 
rates in an economy where people were alert to price 
changes was ‘“‘to increase the flow of real savings or to 
increase the amount of borrowing.”’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- June 9 -- Senate 
Democratic Leader Lyndon B, Johnson (Texas) said there 
would be no Senate action on interest rates without a 
‘thorough study’’ because of ‘‘Congressional skepticism 
over the proposal to make the sky the limit,’’ and that it 
was ‘‘difficult to believe that the most powerful Govern- 
ment in the free world is powerless to keep the cost of 
money down to a point where it is within the reach of the 
average American.”’ 

June 16 -- Chairman Harry Flood Byrd (D Va.) of 
the Senate Finance Committee said a one-day hearing 
would be held June 23 on a House-passed bill extending 
corporation and excise taxes (HR 7523). Hesaid since the 
bill must become law by June 30, when current tax rates 
expire, the hearing would be confined to the bill, with 
no public testimony on broad tax revision proposals. 
(Weekly Report p. 785) 
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FLUORSPAR IMPORTS 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Interior and Insular Affairs, 

ACTION -- June 16 ordered reported with amend- 
ments a bill (S 1285), sponsored by Sen.Gordon Allott (R 
Colo.), limiting fluorspar imports into the U.S. 

As approved, S 1285 limited imports of all grades of 
fluorspar to a base figure of 335,000 tons annually. If 
total U.S. consumption for any calendar year increased 
beyond the average consumption for 1956-58, additional 
imports, equal to 75 percent of the increase in consump- 
tion, would be permitted along with the 335,000-ton base. 
The 75 percent figure would drop to 60 percent if total 
imports rose to the average rate of imports for 1956-58. 

Eighty percent of the annual import quota would be 
allocated to countries that supplied the U.S. with fluorspar 
in 1956-58, with each receiving a share ofthe quota pro- 
portionate to its share of imports in 1956-58. The re- 
maining 20 percent of the quota would be reserved to 
countries entering the U.S, market after 1958. 

If any country’s quota was less thanits annual fluor- 
spar exports to the U.S, in 1956-58, the Commodity Credit 
Corp., under the bill, was directed to try to make up the 
deficit by barter transactions under the Agricultural 
Trade and Development Assistance Act of 1954 (PL 480). 

Other provisions permitted the President, if a national 
emergency existed with respect to fluorspar, to suspend 
the quotas and gave the Secretary of the Interior power to 
increase the import quotas if domestic fluorspar prices 
exceeded prices specified in the bill and the Secretary 
thought increases in imports would prevent ‘‘unwarranted 
price increases,”’ 


VETERANS’ BENEFITS 

COMMITTEE -- Senate Labor and Public Welfare, 
Veterans’ Affairs Subcommittee, 

ACTION -- June 17 approved three bills dealing with 
veterans’ benefits: 

S 1138, the Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 
1959, would extend to post-Korean War veterans, through 
July 1, 1963, the educational, vocational rehabilitation, 
and home loan guaranty provisions of the Korean GI Bill 
of Rights, and authorize mustering-out pay of $100 per 
person for certain veterans honorably discharged. TheGI 
Bill qualification period ended in 1955. 

S 906 would amend the ‘‘change of program’’ provi- 
sions under a Korean veterans’ educational plan to make 
it possible for a veteran to go from undergraduate into 
postgraduate work in the same field without this being 
counted as a change in his program. Under present law, 
a veteran generally is allowed only one program change. 

S 1694 would extend provisions for medical care of 
veterans temporarily residing abroad to include those with 
peace-time service-incurred disabilities. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- June 9-10 -- A special 
subcommittee of the Senate Rules and Administration 
Committee heard conflicting testimony on proposals to set 
up a new standing Committee on Veterans Affairs (S Res 
10, 12, 19, 80), Backing the proposal were Democratic 
Sens. Wayne Morse (Ore.), Robert C. Byrd (W.Va.), War- 
ren G, Magnuson and Henry M, Jackson (both Wash.), and 
GOP Sen. Thomas E, Martin (Iowa), The idea was opposed 
by Sen. A.S. Mike Monroney (D Okla.) on grounds it would 
“complicate and strain’’ the committee system. Spokes- 
men for the American Legion, Catholic War Veterans, 
AMVETS and Veterans of World War I supported the pro- 


posal, 


{ctlon prohibited in whole or Inport xcept by edttonci cis Week ending June 19, 1959 -- PAGE 825 


Reproduction prohibited in whole 


MISSILE, DEFENSE DEBATE 


High level debate on the Nation’s air defenses con- 
tinued as Secretary of Defense Neil H. McElroy appeared 
before two Senate committees to urge restoration of House 
cuts in the fiscal 1960 Defense Department appropriations 
bill and to outline the long-awaited ‘‘master plan’’ for the 
country’s air defense program. 

McElroy, in closed-door hearings June 17 before the 
Senate Appropriations Department of Defense Subcom- 
mittee, asked the Senate to put back more than $1 billion 
of the approximately $1.2 billion cut by the House June 3 
from fiscal 1960 Defense Department funds (HR 7454), 
Included were requests for restoration of: $260 million 
for a new ‘‘super”’ aircraft carrier, which McElroy 
termed ‘‘a vital and unique element of our military 
strength in limited wars’’ and a ‘‘must”’ at this time; 
$127.5 million for the Air Force Mace missile; and $131 
million which would result from an across-the-board 1 
percent reduction in procurement funds. He said the 
House was ‘‘wrong to take a meat axe (in the form of a 
1 percent reduction) to our appropriations which were 
carefully prepared.’’ McElroy also asked restoration of 
$130 million of the $162.7 million cut from the Bomarc 
anti-aircraft missile program, and said he would accept 
the House action of adding $200 million for the Nike-Zeus 
anti-missile missile. (Weekly Report p. 759) 

Subcommittee Chairman Dennis Chavez (D N.M.), 
following the hearings, said a revised air defense plan 
further outlined by McElroy, which included reductions 
in the Nike-Hercules and Bomarc programs, would cut 
defense spending over the next several years by $1.4 
billion, The amount was $100 million less than the sav- 
ing previously mentioned by McElroy, who, in an executive 
meeting June 12 with the Senate Armed Services Com- 
mittee, first outlined to Senators the Defense Depart- 
ment’s new ‘‘master plan’’ for the continental air defense 
program. The plan was requested in the Committee’s 
May 19 report (S Rept 296) on the fiscal 1960 military 
construction authorization bill (HR 5674), As outlined by 
McElroy, it called for reducing expenditures for the 
Army’s Nike-Hercules and the Air Force’s Bomarc mis- 
siles, designed to destroy manned enemy bombers, and 
for increases for development of the Army’s Nike-Zeus, 
a missile to intercept and annihilate enemy missiles. 

Committee Chairman Richard B. Russell (D Ga.), 
following the June 12 meeting, said he favored the new 
plan’s ‘‘greater emphasis on defense against intercon- 
tinental ballistic missiles’’ rather than manned bombers. 
Russell said, ‘‘If the Russians decide to attack us I believe 
that the first attacks would be by missiles.’’ 

Stuart Symington (D Mo.) June 12 said ‘‘the so-called 
revised continental air defense program is at best but a 
compromise effort to satisfy each of the quarreling serv- 
ices (and) guarantees a further waste of billions.” 


SUBCOMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS 


Chairman Paul H, Douglas (D III.) of the Joint Eco- 
nomic Committee June 16 announced the creation of an 
Automation and Energy Resources Subcommittee, to study 
the long-range adequacy of U.S. energy resources. Rep. 
Wright Patman (D Texas) was appointed chairman, Other 
members: Sens. Joseph C. O’Mahoney (D Wyo.), John F. 
Kennedy (D Mass.) and John Marshall Butler (R Md.) and 
Reps, Henry S, Reuss (D Wis.), Clarence E, Kilburn (R 
N.Y.) and William B, Widnall (R N.J.). 


(For Committee Briefs, see p. 840) 
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HOW TO ENCOURAGE USS. PRIVATE INVESTMENT ABROAD? 


The pros and cons of providing additional Government 
incentives to expand and direct the flow of U.S. private 
investment abroad are receiving increased attention from 
the Administration and Congress during the current ses- 
sion, Two programs, in particular, areupfor legislative 
action: a set of proposed tax incentives, on which the 
House Ways and Means Committee is expected to hold 
hearings shortly; and an investment guaranty program, 
which would be doubled under pending legislation. 

Arguments in behalf of these and other approaches to 
the issue are varied and not always consistent. There is 
general agreement, however, that the foreign policy in- 
terests of the United States, particularly in the underde- 
veloped areas of the world, make itdesirableto increase 
the flow of private capital to these areas. There is less 
agreement on the desired ‘‘policy mix’’ -- the kind and 
degree of incentive most appropriate to the Nation’s ob- 
jectives and its resources, 

U.S. private investments abroad were tripled from 
1939 to 1957. (See box, next page.) But of the $25.3 
billion in direct, long-term investments at the end of 1957, 
one-half represented interests in Canada and Western 
Europe, while another one-third was held in Latin Ameri- 
ca. Of the approximately $4 billion in direct, long-term 
investments in the rest of the world, $2.5 billion repre- 
sented petroleum interests in the Middle East and else- 
where. In relation to total private investment abroad, the 
amount that would qualify as development capital in the 
uncommitted and underdeveloped nations of Asia and 
Africa remains small. 


Two Reports 


How this gap might be overcome was, to a large ex- 
tent, the theme of two recent reports madeto the Admin- 
istration. That of the Committee on World Trade Prac- 
tices, named by President Eisenhower in 1958 and headed 
by Harold Boeschenstein, was released March 2, The 
second, a special report to the Department of State en- 
titled ‘‘Expanding Private Investment for Free World 
Economic Growth,’’ prepared by Ralph !. Straus, was 
released April 1. (Weekly Report p. 520) 

Both the Boeschenstein and Straus reports were in 

general agreement on the following points: 

@ Given the unfavorable investment conditions prevail- 
ing in a number of the underdeveloped areas, special 
Government incentives to private investors are clearlyin 
order. 

@ These should include, among others, greater use of 
Government authority to guarantee private loans and in- 
vestments, and specific changes in U.S, tax laws to pro- 
mote the flow of capital abroad. 

Under present tax law, the earnings of foreign branch- 
es and subsidiaries of U.S. firms are subject to the cor- 
poration income tax of 52 percent, whether the profits are 
repatriated or reinvested, unless the foreign entity is in- 
corporated abroad. Although credit against the U.S. tax 
liability is given for income tax paid tothe foreign country 
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concerned, in cases involving operations in several 
countries the U.S, company’s total tax liability may be 
greater than would be applied to income from domestic 
operations. 

To deal with this situation, both the Boeschenstein 
and Straus reports recommended that the Internal Revenue 
Code be amended to set up a newtax entity, known as the 
Foreign Business Corporation, which would be permitted 
to defer payment of U.S. income taxes on its foreign 
profits until those were actually distributed to U.S, stock- 
holders. Both reports also recommended the rapid nego- 
tiation of treaties with ‘‘tax-sparing’’ provisions, and 
authority to deduct losses on certain investments in 
foreign businesses as ordinary rather thancapital losses 
(although the Straus report would apply this provision 
only to investments in “‘less developed areas’’), 


Boggs Bill 


The tax incentives supported by the Boeschenstein 
and Straus reports parallel, in several particulars, the 
provisions of a bill (HR 5) introduced by Rep. Hale Boggs 
(D La.), As chairman of the Ways and Means Subcom- 
mittee on Foreign Trade Policy, Boggs conducted hearings 
in December 1958 ontheuses of tax incentives to stimu- 
late private investment abroad. These hearings revealed 
a sharp split within the Administration. Spokesmen for 
the Departments of State and Commerce endorsed such 
incentives, in principle, while the Treasury spokesman 
argued that ‘‘inherently unattractive situations cannot be 
made attractive by artificial stimulants.”’ 

As introduced Jan. 7, HR 5 would: 

® Recognize, as a new tax entity, the Foreign Business 
Corporation, which would be permitted to defer payment 
of U.S. income taxes on its foreign income until that in- 
come was distributed. 

@® Permit transfer of foreign business properties with- 
out the necessity of an advance ruling that it is not for 
the purpose of tax avoidance. 

@ Extend to all qualifying companies (to be known as 
International Trade Corporations) the 14 percent reduc- 
tion in the corporate income tax applied since 1952 to 
Western Hemisphere Trade Corporations. 

@ Amend the provision for crediting income taxes paid 
to foreign countries to provide, in effect, that a taxpayer’s 
total foreign and U.S. tax liability would not exceed the 
amount otherwise due. 

@ Permit American business abroad to receive full 
credit for any taxes spared by a foreign government, as 
an inducement to invest, for a period of ten years. 

@ Permit insurance proceeds from the involuntary con- 
version of property owned by foreign subsidiaries of 
U.S. firms to be used abroad without being taxed, as at 
present, at ordinary income rates, 

The Treasury, concerned over the potential loss of 
any revenue, remained adamantly opposed to the Boggs 
bill until, according to reliable reports, State and Com- 
merce forced a White House decision to support a more 
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limited tax measure. This was set forthin a letter, May 
6, from Secretary of the Treasury Robert B. Anderson to 
Chairman Wilbur D. Mills (D Ark.) of the Ways and Means 
Committee, Anderson endorsed three steps: 

@ Tax deferral for foreign business corporations on 
their income ‘‘from investments in one or more of the 
less developed areas of the world.’”’ 

@ Ordinary loss treatment for losses on stock of foreign 
business corporations ‘‘by original investors.’’ 

@ Recognition of the principle of ‘‘tax sparing’’ by 
treaty or negotiated agreement with other countries. 

The tax deferral provision of HR 5, Anderson said, 
would cost the Treasury from $300 million to $500 million 
a year and would result in ‘‘substantial tax benefits’’ to 
existing U.S. investment in industrialized countries. Re- 
stricting the deferral provision to less developed coun- 
tries, Anderson said, would have ‘‘a relatively smallim- 
pact’’ on revenues, 

Anderson rejected the provision in HR 5 for world- 
wide application of the 14 percent tax reductionon grounds 
that it would.cost $200 million and ‘‘create an incentive 
to repatriate foreign earnings rather than reinvest them 
abroad.’’ He also opposed the proposed change in treat- 
ment of foreign tax credits because the revenue loss would 
be ‘‘substantial’’ and ‘‘most of this tax relief would go to 
a few large corporations.”’ 

Although Anderson’s letter stressed the revenue im- 
plications of HR 5, it also raised questions regarding the 
equity of some of the provisions, as well as their useful- 
ness as incentives to greater investment in the areas of 
greatest need. While HR 5 would undoubtedly promote 
foreign investment, there is no concrete evidence that it 
would direct this investment to underdeveloped areas. 
Most experts view tax incentives for this purpose as being 
of less financial than psychological significance, in spur- 
ring the interest of investors in underdeveloped areas. 


Investment Guaranties 


The issue of world-wide versus limited application of 
Government incentives to greater foreign investment is 
also present in the investment guaranty program author- 
ized by the Mutual Security Act. (See box), The Govern- 
ment may now issue guaranties to private investors 
against certain non-commercial losses, upto a maximum 
of $500 million. At the Administration’s request, the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, in reporting the mutual 
security authorization bill June 5, doubled the guaranty 
fund to $1 billion and extended it to cover risks arising 
from insurrections and revolutions, 

The Senate Foreign Relations Committee, which com- 
pleted action on the bill June 15, also authorized an in- 
crease to $1 billion. But the Committee approved an 
amendment by Sen, George D, Aiken (R Vt.) confining all 
guaranties to productive investments in underdeveloped 
areas, This action reflected the fact that the great bulk 
of the guaranties issued to date cover investments in 
Europe. If sustained by the Senate and House, the Aiken 
amendmer:t would wash out pending applications for in- 
vestment guaranties in Europe, which totaled $400 million 
as of Jan, 1. 

It is doubtful that Congress will take final action on 
HR 5 or any other tax incentive measure in 1959, What- 
ever action Congress eventually takes with respect to tax, 
guaranty, and other incentive measures, however, they 
are not expected to reduce the call on Government funds 
for development purposes in the foreseeable future. 
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Foreign Investment 


Total U.S, investments abroad quintupled between 
1939 and 1957; private investments, in the same 
period, tripled, Amounts shown are in billions of 
dollars, 

1939 1950 1957 


Total U.S, investments $11.4 $32.8 $54.2 
A, Private investments 11.4 19.0 36.8 
1, Long term 10.8 17.5 33.6 
a, Direct 7.0 11.8 25.3 
b, Other 3.8 $.7 8.3 
2. Short term 0.6 1.5 3.2 

B. U.S, Government 
credits and claims ---- 13.8 17.4 


Although direct private investment in foreign 
subsidiaries and branches more than doubled between 
1950 and 1957, from $11.8 to $25.3 billion, Canada, 
Latin America and Western Europe continued to ac- 
count for about 85 percent of the total. The table 
shows the amount (in billions) and percentage of total 
direct private investment, by major area, for 1950 and 
1957. 








| End of 1950 | | End of 1957 | 
Amount % Amount % 

Canada $ 3.58 30.4 $ 8.33 33.0 

Latin America 4,74 40.2 8.81 34.9 

Western Europe 172 14.6 3.99 15.9 

Middle East 0.73 6,2 1.28 5.1 

Other countries 0.79 6.5 a7 9.0 
International 

agencies 0.23 2.0 0.57 2.3 

TOTAL $11.79 100.0 $25.25 100.0 


Petroleum and manufacturing enterprises to- 
gether accounted for almost $17 billion of total direct 
private investment abroad at the end of 1957. The ta- 
ble shows amounts (in billions) invested in(1) mining 
and smelting, (2) petroleum, (3) manufacturing, (4) 
public utilities, (5) trade, and (6) all other activities. 


(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) © 


Canada $1.00 $2.15 $3.51 $0.35 $0.47 $0.85 
Latin America 1.24 3.16 1.69 1.29 9.54 0.89 
Western Europe --- 1.18 2.08 0.05 0.34 0,29 
Middle East --- 1,18 --- --- --- 0,10 
Others 0.39 1.31 0.64 0.18 0.24 0.18 





TOTAL $2.63 $8.98 $7.92 $1.82 $1.59 $2.31 


Private U.S, investments abroad may be guaran- 
tied for a fee, by the International Cooperation Ad- 
ministration against losses due to nonconvertibility of 
earnings and return of capital, expropriation, and war 
damage. Guaranties amounting to $400 million had 
been issued at the end of 1958 -- $250 million for in- 
vestments in Europe. Applications for investment 
guaranties pending at the end of 1958 totaled $1 billion 
as follows. (In millions) 


Convert. Exprop. Wor Risk Total 
Europe (10 areas) $182.4 $156.8 $ 77.1$ 416.4 
L. America (11 areas) 118.2 57.4 0.9 176.5 
Africa (3 areas) 98.2 ---- 58.5 156.7 
Asia (12 areas) 189.5 70.8 30.7 290.8 
Total (36 areas) $588.3 $284.8 $167.1 $1,040.2 
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Political Notes 








ROCKEFELLER MOVES HEIGHTEN SPECULATION 


A series of statements and actions last week lent 
strength to the belief that New York Gov. Nelson A, 
Rockefeller (R) was seriously considering a bid for the 
1960 Republican Presidential nomination. 

Rockefeller previously had heightened speculation 
about his ambitions by declaring he would not do anything 
to block the entry of his name inthe 1960 New Hampshire 
primary. (Weekly Report p. 765) 

Indications of possible strong support for his move 
into the Presidential race came June 4 fromformer New 
York Gov. Thomas E, Dewey (R). Dewey introduced 
Rockefeller to a New York GOP victory dinner as ‘‘a 
miracle man.,.,a star,..achampion...the finest product our 
state has ever had.”’ 

A law partner of Dewey’s, R. Burdell Bixby, June 4 
began serving as treasurer of the New York Republican 
State Committee, 

Rockefeller June 11 was guest of honor at a recep- 
tion attended by some 200 Republican Members of Con- 
gress at the private Capitol Hill Club in Washington. A 
member of the club himself, Rockefeller was invited to 
the reception by Rep. James Auchincloss (R N.J.). 

In interviews with Washington reporters, Rockefeller 
denied that he was a candidate for any office, said he was 
simply interested in being a good Governor. Asked if 
experience as Governor qualified a man for the Presi- 
dency, he said: ‘‘Certainly, on the administrative side, 
but not in foreign policy.’’ Then, he added: ‘‘I answer 
that as an academic question.”’ 

Under questioning, Rockefeller retreated slightly 
from his previous statement on the New Hampshire pri- 
mary. He said ‘‘it is not true’’ that he had promised not 
to withdraw his name from consideration in New Hamp- 
shire. ‘‘If the time comes andifmy name is presented,’’ 
he said, ‘‘then I’ll know what I want todo. Whether it 
comes or not, that’s another matter.”’ 

Rockefeller June 12 called at the White House to 
discuss ‘‘mutual legislative problems’’ with President 
Eisenhower. He said they did not talk about politics. 


Signs of Opposition 


The step-up in Rockefeller activity produced some 
countermoves. Rep. William E, Miller (R N.Y.) June 10 
announced he would attempt to organize New York dele- 
gate strength for Vice President Richard M, Nixon. 
Miller June 11 added, ‘‘I will be for a Nixon-Rockefeller 
ticket, if I can get one.”’ 

The Senate Republican Policy Committee June 13 
noted in a memo Rockefeller’s support of what it called a 
‘‘budget-busting water pollution bill.”’ It referred to 
Rockefeller’s April 28 letter to Rep. John A, Blatnik (D 
Minn.) favoring Blatnik’s bill (HR 3610) todouble the size 
of Federal grants for water pollution control. (Weekly 
Report p. 629) 

The Policy Committee memo said: ‘‘For his support 
of the increase -- and his opposition to the Administra- 
tion’s request for a reduction in the Federal outlay -- 







Rockefeller was praised by the House and Senate Demo- 
crats....’’ Sen. Styles Bridges (R N.H.), anavowed Nixon 
backer, is chairman of the Policy Committee, but the 
memo bears the notation that no Republican Senators are 
‘responsible for the statements herein contained, except 
such as they are willing to endorse and make their own,’’ 


Rockefeller-Morton Meeting 


Congressional Quarterly June 12 published the fol- 
lowing exclusive story: 

Republican National Chairman Thruston B,Morton 
June 11 gave New York Gov. Nelson A, Rockefeller (R) 
personal assurances that he will be consulted on future 
arrangements for the GOP’s 1960 convention. 

Morton made the pledge in response to complaints 
from a Rockefeller backer that supporters of Vice Presi- 
dent Richard M, Nixon had been named to key positions on 
convention planning committees. 

In a hurried conversation during Rockefeller’s visit 
to the Republican Capitol Hill Club, Morton emphasized 
his determination to give Rockefeller, Nixon and any 
other possible GOP contenders ‘‘a fair shake’”’ at the nom- 
inating sessions in Chicago next July. 

As proof of his sincerity, he told Rockefeller he would 
be willing to check future convention plans with anyone 
Rockefeller designated. Rockfeller replied that he would 
like to be kept personally informed on the arrangements. 
This Morton agreed to do. 

Morton’s conversation with Rockefeller was prompted 
by a meeting Morton had June 10 with Rep. Stuyvesant 
Wainwright (R N.Y.), the young Long Island Congressman 
who heads an informal alliance of Rockefeller backers in 
the House. 

According .» Morton, Wainwright requested the 
meeting, told him he was ‘‘Rockefelier’s man in Washing- 
ton,’’ and said ‘‘some of my convention committee ap- 
pointments were slanted against Rockefeller.”’ 

Morton defended his appointments, which were an- 
nounced May 25, and specifically rejected the charge that 
Jaren L, Jones, his vice chairman for convention arrange- 
ments, was prejudiced in favor of Nixon. Jones, the Re- 
publican National Committeeman for Utah, will handle the 
day-to-day details of convention planning. Morton said he 
told Wainwright: ‘‘He (Jones) may have said four or five 
months ago that he was for Nixon, but he is a fair-minded, 
judicious person, and I know he will do a good job.”’ 

Morton said he explained to Wainwright that party 
rules required that all members of the Republican Na- 
tional Committee be named to some convention committee. 
He said he had deliberately avoided giving anyone from 
New York or California a key convention planning position. 
According to Morton, Jones was selected to handle detailed 
convention planning because he was one of the few West- 
erners onthe National Committee with both time and talent 
for the job. He decided topick a Westerner, he said, be- 
cause an Easterner, recently retired National Chairman 
Meade Alcorn of Connecticut, had held the job in 1956. 
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Morton said he told Wainwright the convention com- 
mittee appointments had not been cleared with Nixon, but 
added that he was willing to discuss future convention 
plans with anyone Nixon or Rockefeller designated, ‘‘I 
told him,’’ Morton said, ‘‘that if they have any suggestions 
or criticisms to make, I’ll be happy to hear them, but 
I’m not going to give anyone the veto power over my 
recommendations.”’ 

Morton said he ended the conference with Wainwright 
by assuring him he would ‘‘check with Rockefeller at the 
first opportunity and let himdesignate whom! should deal 
with,’’ That opportunity came at the reception for Rocke- 
feller June 11. 

Wainwright expressed satisfaction at the outcome of 
his conference with Morton, One ofthechief purposes of 
his May 22 statement that Rockefeller’s name would be 
placed before the convention, he explained, was to win the 
Governor a voice in convention arrangements decisions. 


NIXON STATEMENTS 


Vice President Richard M, Nixon June 11 flew to New 
York, then on to California for a pair of speeches. 

In New York, Nixon neither confirmed nor denied 
published reports that Leonard W. Hall, former Repub- 
lican National Chairman, would manage his campaign for 
the Presidential nomination. (Weekly Report p. 391) 

Nixon said, ‘‘No decisions have been made with 
regard to the 1960 campaign. I will say that Leonard 
Hall is a good friend of mine.’’ 

In extemporaneous remarks to the Commonwealth 
Club in San Francisco June 11, Nixon: 

Said international conferences ‘‘are most useful,”’ 
even though ‘‘developments in Geneva don’t offer too 
much encouragement. The alternative to talking is un- 
acceptable.... Neither the United States nor any other 
nation can afford to risk settlements by force.”’ 

Said labor reform would be ‘‘a major issue in the 1960 
campaign and should be.’’ He said the bill passed by the 
Senate this year “is too weak todeal with labor excesses.” 

A Nixon backer, Sen. Hugh Scott (R Pa.), June 14 pre- 
dicted Nixon ‘‘will be nominated on the first ballot’’ at the 
Republican convention, Scott said New York Gov. Nelson A. 
Rockefeller was ‘‘one of the ablest menin public life’’ and 
‘‘may well be our nominee at a later convention.”’ 


STEVENSON LEADS POLL 


The Gallup Poll June 9 said Democratic voters’ 
preferences for the 1960 nomination were: Adlai E., 
Stevenson, 29 percent, up 3 points since May; Sen. John 
F, Kennedy (Mass.), 26 percent, up 1 point; Sen. Lyndon 
B. Johnson (Texas), 12 percent, down 1 point; Sen. Estes 
Kefauver (Tenn.), 9 percent, down 1 point; Sen, Hubert H. 
Humphrey (Minn.), 6 percent, up 1 point; Sen. Stuart 
Symington (Mo.), 4 percent, down three points, 

Stevenson June 13 said he was not a contender for 
a third nomination and ‘‘will not be nominated.’’ He also 
said ‘‘I will help the Democratic party in 1960 any way I 
can’’ and said ‘‘I have no present intention’’ of endorsing 
any other candidate for the nomination before the con- 
vention opens, 


WISCONSIN PRIMARY DEVELOPMENTS 


Wisconsin Gov. Gaylord A, Nelson’s (D) plan to run 
Sen. William Proxmire (D Wis.) as a favorite son candi- 
date in the 1960 Wisconsin Presidential primary raninto 
opposition last week from backers of Sens. John F. 
Kennedy (D Mass.) and Hubert H. Humphrey (D Minn.). 
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Kennedy and Humphrey had been expected toclashin 
Wisconsin’s primary next April5. (Weekly Report p. 763) 
Nelson June 9 told the Milwaukee Journal he could 
see ‘‘nothing but harm’’ in such a contest. ‘‘The fight 
would just cut both of them up, It wouldn’t resolve any- 
thing.’’ Proxmire June 8 told CQ he was considering the 
favorite son bid but wanted to confer with Nelson about it 
before making his decision. (Weekly Report p. 796) 

On June 12 the Senator told the Journal he would 
enter the primary ‘‘only if it were decided by all con- 
cerned’’ that he should do so, and ‘‘under no circum- 
stances’’ would he enter in order to ‘‘freeze other candi- 
dates out.’” Mayor Ivan Nestingen of Madison, chairman of 
the Kennedy Club of Wisconsin, June 12 urged Proxmire to 
stay out of the primary. 

Humphrey himself arrived in Wisconsin June 12 for 
a weekend of campaigning and said he disagreed with 
Nelson’s contention that a primary fight would necessarily 
be harmful. He said flatly he planned to run inthe 
Wisconsin primary if he became a candidate for the 
nomination and hinted he might not pull out even if 
Proxmire’s name were entered. 

Humphrey’s tour produced several evidences of his 
political strength in the state. He was endorsed June 11 
by the Democratic chairmen of six of the state’s 10 
Congressional districts and June 12 by Gilbert Rhode, 
president of the Wisconsin Farmers Union. 

Humphrey also gave the go-ahead to formation of 
Humphrey for President clubs inthe state. Frank Wallick, 
a publicist for the state AFL-CIO, was named temporary 
head of the club movement. 

Despite the clear indications from both Kennedy and 
Humphrey camps that they wanted to run in Wisconsin, 
Nelson continued to plug for election of an uncommitted 
slate of delegates pledged nominally to Proxmire. 

‘‘The candidates may not mind making Wisconsin a 
bloody battleground,’’ he said June 12, ‘‘but that doesn’t 
mean we have to submit to it.”’ 


GOV. LONG’S ILLNESS 


The developments in the case of LouisianaGov. Earl 
K, Long (D): (Weekly Report p. 765, 796) 

June 12 -- Long, inapetitionfor habeas corpus, said 
he had been drugged in Louisiana May 30 and brought to a 
Galveston hospital bound hand and foot against his will. 

His nephew, Sen. Russell B, Long (D La.), said he was 
seriously considering running forGovernor in December, 
but had not made up his mind. 

June 13 -- Mrs. Earl K. Long, who signed her 
husband’s commitment papers, said the court should 
accept the doctors’ judgment that Long needed continued 
treatment, 

June 14 -- Long said in a radio interview from his 
hospital that political associates -- including Sen. Long 
and acting Gov. Lether E, Frazar (D) -- conspired to 
have him ‘‘kidnapped’’ to further their own ambitions, 

June 15 -- A Texas district court judge postponed for 
a week his decision on Long’s petition for habeas corpus. 
During the hearing, Louisiana Adjutant General Raymond 
Hufft confirmed Long’s story that he was drugged and 
taken from Louisiana by force. Gen. Hufft said Mrs. 
Earl Long gave the orders for Long’s removal. Long 
himself did not testify, on advice of his attorneys. 

June 17 -- Long was released from the Galveston 
hospital and returned to Louisiana after he signed an 
agreement to enter the Ochsner Clinic Foundation Hospital 
in New Orleans for further treatment. 
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Political Notes - 3 


PARTIES DISPUTE LEGISLATIVE ISSUES 


The partisan dispute over the work of the 86th Con- 
gress continued to rage last week. It had been touched 
off June 3 by Republican National Chairman Thruston B. 
Morton’s statement that this was a ‘‘Won’tDo’’ Congress 
and Senate Majority Leader Lyndon B, Johnson’s reply 
that Republicans were trying to ‘‘sabotage’’ the work of 
the Legislative Branch. (Weekly Report p. 796) 

Morton struck the first blow in the second round of 
debate June 13 by charging the scheduled meeting of the 
Democratic Advisory Council was ‘‘designed to cover up 
the dead-center stall of the ‘Won’t Do’ Congress.’’ 

The Advisory Council is the policy-forming arm of 
the Democratic National Committee. Its membership 
includes leaders of the national party but none of Demo- 
cratic Congressional leaders, (For background on council, 
see 1958 Weekly Report p. 1498) 

Morton said few Democrats pay any attention to the 
council and urged that it disband. Democratic National 
Chairman Paul M, Butler promptly rejected the sugges- 
tion, adding that formation of the council was ‘‘the most 
constructive thing the Democratic party has done,”’ 


ADVISORY COUNCIL STATEMENT 


As Morton predicted, the Advisory Council June 14 
blamed the Republicans’ threats of Presidential vetoes 
for blunting ‘‘the efforts of the Democratic majority (in 
Congress) to enact progressive legislation,’’ It urged 
the Democrats ‘‘not to be intimidated’’ by these threats. 

The gist of the Advisory Council’s argument: 

‘*Last November the American people gave an un- 
mistakable mandate at the polls for a progressive legis- 
lative program...(but) until there is a Democratic Presi- 
dent in the White House, we face the retarding and corro- 
sive effects of ‘veto government.’ The Congress has been 
continuously threatened with Presidential vetoes in the 
attempt to thwart one constructive and necessary measure 
after another.”’ 

“‘This Republican obstructionism makes the Demo- 
cratic task doubly hard. However, the people expect 
and are entitled to have in this Congress more tangible 
results of the mandate they gave a Democratic majority 
last November than they have received to date.... We 
urge the Democratic majority to use its power and give 
the Nation a significant program of constructive legis- 
lation regardless of Republican opposition.”’ 

“‘The interests of the Nation and the people will be 
best served by passing the legislation the Democratic 
majority knows the country needs, and by putting it in 
the President’s hands to sign or veto. We believe this 
will have two beneficial results. First, more good 
legislation will be enacted than would otherwise be the 
case. Secondly, when and if bills actually are vetoed, 
the differences between the Democratic and Republican 
parties would be even more sharply brought into focus so 
that the voters will understand themclearly inthe election 
of 1960.’’ 

The Advisory Council singled out several ‘‘goals to 
which the efforts of all Democrats in Congress should 
be concentrated:”’ 

@ Mutual Security -- ‘‘We fully support the action of 
the Senate (Foreign Relations) Committee in providing a 
continuing authority of $1 billion a year for five years 
for the Development Loan Fund.’’ 

@ Education -- ‘‘Federal aid to education is desperately 
needed.”’ 
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@ Housing and Urban Renewal -- ‘‘ We hope the bill (now 
in conference) will soon be presented to the President 
unimpaired.’’ 


@ Depressed Areas -- ‘‘The bill is needed now worse 
than ever.”’ 
@® Agriculiure -- ‘‘The required new program cannot be 


enacted this year -- and perhaps not while he (Ezra 
Taft Benson) remains as Secretary of Agriculture.’’ 

@ Civil Rights -- ‘‘Legislation needed now includes... 
assistance to the states in the transition to desegregated 
schools and provisions to strengthen the Federal protec- 
tion of civil rights generally.’’ 

@ Social Legislation -- ‘‘Early action is required to 
establish Federal standards for unemployment insurance, 
to increase the minimum wage and expand its coverage 
and to expand the social security insurance program,”’ 

@ Labor -- ‘‘We hope this Congress will be able to 
complete action on (anti-corruption) legislation, without 
punitive provisions and without requirements that would 
needlessly burden unions inthe conduct of their legitimate 
affairs.”’ 

@ Tax Revision -- ‘‘We welcome the Ways and Means 
Committee’s announced plans for hearings looking toward 
a broad revision of the tax laws, and we trust that this 
will lead to the enactment of legislation.”’ 

@ Fiscal Policy -- ‘‘The Congress should resist and 
where possible reverse the Administration’s tight money 
policy. The current proposal to increase interest rates 
on Federal bonds, a step made necessary by speculation 
based on high corporate profits, is indefensible.’’ 


PRESIDENT'S PLANS 


Morton June 15 emerged from a conference with 
President Eisenhower to announce that the Chief Executive 
was considering a series of speeches to develop popular 
support for key sections of his legislative program. Mor- 
ton said the President was not satisfied with progress on 
the foreign aid and labor reform bills, in particular. 

Johnson, caught between the President’s and the Ad- 
visory Council’s demands for more legislative action, 
June 15 struck back. He told a news conference, ‘‘It is 
strange that the President doesn’t wait for Congress to get 
through its work before using the Republican National 
Committee to pass judgment onits accomplishments.’’ He 
said the Republicans ‘‘seem to be getting a little frightened 
-- not so much as to the legislative program as to the 
elections of 1960.’’ 

Johnson also rejected, by implication, the Advisory 
Council’s advice to legislate Democratic programs and 
let the vetoes fall where they may. He commended the 
action of the Senate May 15 in passing an aid-to-airports 
bill greatly reduced in size in order to meet threats of 
a Presidential veto. (See p. 815) 

Johnson said: ‘‘In a government which is divided, we 
can either do something or do nothing, andif we could not 
have what most of us thought was desirable...the least we 
could do would be to extend for another two years the act... 
which the President now in the White House had signed, 
and allow the people an opportunity to decide how they 
want their Government operated.’’ 

‘‘I think the Senate has acted wisely. I think it has 
demonstrated that it is reasonable and fair, that it is not 
hard-headed, that it is not adopting a‘metoo’ attitude, It 
believes that if we cannot do all wedesire to do, we should 
at least do what can be done.... Wecan either do something 
or do nothing. As for myself, speaking for the party which 
I attempt to represent, I prefer to do something.”’ 
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DEMOCRATS FACE JUNE 27 PRIMARY CONTESTS IN HAWAII 


Hawaii voters June 27 will vote on three referenda 
on acceptance of statehood and select nominees for Gov- 
ernor, two Senate seats and Representative at-large, as 
well as lieutenant governor, 25 state senate seats and 
51 state house of representatives seats. The general 
election for these offices will be held July 28. 

The Senate seats will be designated Term A and 
Term B, with the length of service to be determined by 
the Senate when the Members are sworn in. The Gov- 
ernor and U.S. Representative will serve through the 
election of 1962. 


Political Background 


Hawaii’s population, estimated at 578,000, is the most 
varied racially in the United States: 25 percent of its 
people are Caucasian; 35 percent are of Japanese ances- 
try; 18 percent, pure and part Hawaiian; 12 percent, 
Filipino; 6 percent, Chinese; and 4 percent, other races. 
More than 85 percent of the people are American citizens 
by birth, 

Some 169,000 people have registered for the June 27 
primary election. Registration by party is not required. 
A voter in the primary may mark either Democratic or 
Republican columns on the ballot but he cannot skip 
back and forth. 

Hawaii was a Republican stronghold until 1954, when 
Democrats won control of the legislature for the first 
time since the territory was organized in 1900. 

Democrats have maintained control of the legislature 
ever since and in 1958 won33 of the 51 seats in the house 
and 16 of the 25 in the senate, 

In 1956, John A, Burns (D) was elected as Hawaii’s 
non-voting Delegate to the House, with 55.2 percent of 
the vote, the first Democrat since 1932towin that office, 
Burns was reelected in 1958 with 53.1 percent of the vote. 

The upsurge in Democratic fortunes in Hawaii has 
been linked by political observers to the increasing 
prosperity and educational level of the non-Caucasian 
majority on the Islands. Historically, these observers 
say, white Americans dominated the territory’s economy, 
through their land holdings and control of financial insti- 
tutions, and also ran Hawaiian politics through the Repub- 
lican party. As the power of this group has declined, 
these observers say, so have Republican fortunes. 

Another influence in Hawaiian politics has been the 
International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union 
(ILWU), the independent labor group headed by Harry 
Bridges and represented in Hawaii by Jack W. Hall. The 
union was expelled from the CIO adecade ago on grounds 
it was Communist-dominated, and Hall himself was 
convicted of conspiring to teach the overthrow of the 
Government by force, but his conviction was later upset 
by the Supreme Court. 

Opinions on the ILWU’s political strength vary. It 
backed Burns in his campaigns for Delegate and is 
supporting him for Governor, But several union- 
backed candidates in the 1958 Democratic primary 
were defeated. 


Reproduc 


COPYRIGHT 1959 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC. 
tion prohibited in whole or in port except by editorial clients 


Primary Lineup 


All of the contests are on the Democratic side in 
the June 27 primary. 

© GOVERNOR -- Delegate Burns, 50, has token opposi- 
tion in the Democratic primary from Edward J, Hitchcock, 
like Burns, a former policeman, His Republican opponent 
in the general election will be William F. Quinn (R), 39, 
who was appointed Governor of Hawaii by President Eisen- 
hower in August 1957. Quinn was defeated for the 
territorial senate in 1956 inhis only prior race for public 
office. He is unopposed in the primary. 

@ SENATE TERM A -- The Democratic nominees are 
Territorial Sen, William H, Heen, 76, a veteran of 32 years 
in the senate, and Territorial Sen, Frank F, Fasi, 38, a 
native of Hartford, Conn., who ran twice unsuccessfully for 
mayor of Honolulu before gaining election tothe senate in 
1958. Heen is favored over Fasi, but some observers 
believe this may be the closest of the primary contests. 

Unopposed for the Republican nominationis Hiram L. 
Fong, a 51-year-old Honolulu businessman who served 
three terms in the senate before being defeated in 1954, 
Both Heen and Fong are of Chinese-Hawaiian ancestry. 

@ SENATE TERM B -- Favored for the Democratic 
nomination is Territorial Sen. Oren E, Long, 70, a 
Caucasian who was Territorial Governor from 1951 to 
1953 and also served as superintendent of Hawaii’s 
schools. His lesser known opponents are Kenneth E, 
Young, a Honolulu attorney, and Joseph P.D, Petrowski Sr. 

Territorial Sen, Wilfred C, Tsukiyama, 62,a Nisei 
lawyer, is unopposed for the Republican nomination. 

@ REPRESENTATIVE -- Territorial Sen. Daniel K, 
Inouye, 34-year-old lawyer who lost an arm in combat 
with the all-Nisei 442nd Regimental Combat Team during 
World War II, is favored to win the Democratic nomina- 
tion, Inouye first announced for the Senate, then switched 
to the House race to avoid challenging the party’s ‘‘elder 
statesmen,’’ Heen and Long. 

His chief competition in the primary is expected to 
come from Mrs, Patsy Takemoto Mink, 31, another Nisei 
lawyer, who in 1958 became the first Nisei woman elected 
to the territorial senate. The other two candidates are 
Maurice Sapienza and Elizabeth K, Young. 

The unopposed Republican candidate is Dr, Charles 
H. Silva, a former dentist of Portuguese extraction, who 
is now director of territorial institutions. 

The list of candidates: 


Republicans 
William F. Quinn 


Democrats 


John A. Burns 
Edward J. Hitchcock 
Senate Term A William H. Heen 
Frank F. Fasi 
Senate Term B Oren E. Long 
Kenneth E. Young 
Joseph P. D. Petrowski Sr. 
Representative Daniel K. Inouye 
Patsy Takemoto Mink 
Maurice Sapienza 
Elizabeth K. Young 


Governor 


Hiram L. Fong 
Wilfred C. Tsukiyama 


Charles H. Silva 
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MAKING THE PARTIES 
MORE RESPONSIBLE 


‘*The old party system is disintegrating,’’ inthe 
view of Stephen K. Bailey, Professor of Public Affairs 
at Princeton University and one-time Democratic 
Party official. The time is ripe, inhis opinion, for a 
‘series of reasonably modest changes in the national 
party system.’’ Least modest and most dramatic of 
his proposed changes would entail a Constitutional 
amendment fixing the terms of Representatives at 
four years and those of Senators at eight years, in 
order to make their elections coincide with that of 
the President. 

Bailey’s views on ‘‘The Condition of Our National 
Political Parties,’’ published June 11 under auspices 
of the Fund for the Republic, served to amplify the 
earlier observations of his fellow political scientists, 
Francis M, Carney and Philip S. Wilder Jr., on the 
shortcomings of the Democratic and Republican Na- 
tional Committees. (Weekly Report p. 461) 

Three weaknesses characterize American gov- 
ermment today, according to Bailey. These are the 
difficulties experienced in -- 

‘Generating sustained political power.”’ 

‘‘Developing a flow of imaginative, informed, 
consistent, and power-related responses to pressing 
national and world issues.”’ 

‘*Making policy truly accountable to a national 
popular majority.’’ 

Back of these weaknesses, Bailey wrote, is the 
fact that ‘‘while the two national parties for years 
have genuinely competed for the Presidency they have 
not made a similar effort in the election of United 
States Senators and Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Nor have they been of sufficient help to 
the President and the Congress in providing candi- 
dates of high quality for the grand patronage of de- 
partmental and agency direction.’’ 


Party Limitations 


Bailey dismissed the view that the parties ‘‘need 
to be strongly ideological or evenstrongly program- 
matic’’ to make the party system more responsible. 
Their ‘‘centers of gravity,’’ he contended, ‘‘are quite 
distinct.’’ According to Bailey: 

‘*The Democratic party basically is a party of in- 
novation, with a ‘pro-government’ bias, The Republi- 
can party is essentially a ‘consolidating’ party with a 


limited-government bias. The distinction has become 
blurred in the last two generations, largely because of 
the extreme economic and social conservatism of 
one-party areas in the South.... But now, the peculiar 
condition which has smudged party lines for so long 
is on its way out. The economic base of the solid 
South has shifted monumentally in the past 15 years; 
one-party areas across the land are onthe wane; the 
northern migration of the Negrois having vast politi- 
cal consequences.’’ 

The trouble, in Bailey’s view, is that ‘‘neither 
party has a sufficiently unified structure to enable 
it to dramatize its program around its ideology; 
neither has the power, even if it hadthe right struc- 
ture, to carry out the program; neither has suffici- 
ently clear and unambiguous lines of political ac- 
countability running to the voters.’’ 

The structural limitations of the two national 
parties, Bailey wrote, have had these results: 

@ They have produced ‘‘a government by fits-and- 
starts’’ in economic policy, defense policy, atomic en- 
ergy policy, welfare policy and conservation policy. 

@ They have permitted ‘‘parochial groups in Con- 
gress’’ to make national policy. (‘‘The indiscriminate 
dumping of rice on the world market inorder to ease 
a temporary glut in Louisiana could cost us the 
friendship of Burma.,’’) 

@ ‘‘Congressional compromise tends to fall with 
considerable regularity onthe side of minority rather 
than majority interests,... The bills and policies in- 
troduced or supported by Senators and Congressmen 
from the areas of greatest popular concentration in 
America have almost without exception been substan- 
tially watered down according to the predilections and 
petitions of powerful minority interests in and out of 
the Congress.”’ 

® There is ‘‘increasing danger of public cynicism 
and apathy toward the Congress, partly because its 
power is too diffuse or too subtle to comprehend; 
partly because when the power is clearly identifiable 
it seems to work more consistently for minorities 
than for the majority.”’ 

@ ‘‘There is no effective vehicle for responsible 
opposition criticism of programs; there is no ma- 
chinery for anticipating the implications of social 
changes and their effects on policy.”’ 

Summarizing these and other consequences of the 
inadequacies of the party system, Bailey wrote: 

‘*The real issue is that the government...has be- 
come a vast arena in which group interests and 
personalities struggle for power without sufficient 
reference to questions of the long-range public 
interest.... This produces a politics of ‘boodle’ and 
accommodation, but not a politics of responsible 
power and clear national purpose.’’ 


Proposed Reforms 


To remedy these shortcomings, Bailey proposed 
the following steps: 

Broadly-Based Financing: ‘‘If the national party 
were able to help finance even a small proportion of 
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a Congressman’s campaign, and thus reduce his de- 
pendency on local money, he might feel freer...to 
weigh the special interests against the common in- 
terests within his own constituency.’’ Pointing tothe 
success of the Democratic National Committee with 
direct-mail solicitation of funds, Bailey concluded 
that ‘‘the parties should depend heavily upon small 
gifts’’ for sustaining operations, He also proposed: 
repeal or amendment of the spending limitations 
placed on national campaigns by the Hatch Act; Fed- 
eral income tax credits or exemptions for individual 
contributions to national organizations and candi- 
dates; and the financing, by congressional appropria- 
tion, of television and radio appearances, as well as 
newspaper advertising, before each national cam- 
paign. 

Two-Party Competition: ‘“The more quickly the 
national party organizations succeed in stimulating 
opposition in districts and states where there is none, 
or in narrowing the margin of the dominant party’s 
victory, the better chance there is of relating the Con- 
gress more closely to the interests of the national 
majority.’’ Bailey recommended that the national 
committees provide regional representatives ‘‘to 
help unify’’ campaigns in several states. 

Advisory Councils: An admirer of the Democratic 
Advisory Council, Bailey acknowledged that such a 
group ‘‘obviously has less meaning for the in-party.”’ 
But, he maintained, ‘‘both parties could profit from 
systematically tapping the minds and talents oftheir 
most intelligent members outside the governmental 
bureaucracy.”’ 

Party Clubs: Social and office facilities for each 
national party, located along the Mall between the 
White House and Capitol Hill, would ‘‘serve as sym- 
bolic and practical links between the executive and 
legislative branches of government, as well as be- 
tween the party and its membership across the coun- 
try.’’ According to Bailey, ‘‘the clubs would stand 
as reminders that important asitistopreserve open 
channels for third-party movements in America a 
sense of national community and forceful and respon- 
sible national action are functions of a competitive 
two-party system.,”’ 

Congressional Terms: A four-year term for the 
House would reduce the ‘‘continuous campaign and 
constituency pressures’’ now exerted on Representa- 
tives, would give them time ‘‘to learn their trade,”’ 
and under normal conditions ‘‘would insure the same 
political complexion for the House as the Presi- 
dent’s.’’ With an eight-year term for the Senate (half 
of the membership being elected every four years), 
‘‘the likelihood that the President would have a work- 
ing majority in both Houses would be overwhelming.”’ 
By thus increasing the probability of one-party control 
of the government, these changes ‘‘would enhance the 
possibility of substantial government power and would 
unmistakably fix responsibility for governmental 
policy.”’ 

Party Policy Committee: Bailey endorsed the 
position taken by critics of Senate Majority Leader 


Political Parties - 2 


Lyndon B. Johnson (D Texas), asserting that ‘‘his 
power would more truly reflect the interests of the 
majority of his party in the Senate ifthe representa- 
tive character of the (Democratic) policy committee 
were broadened and more caucuses were held.’’ He 
proposed that the House similarly elect party policy 
committees, to be chaired by the Speaker and the 
minority leader, with the majority policy committee 
assuming the functions of the House Rules Commit- 
tee. The four policy committees, Bailey suggested, 
should meet jointly each year to conduct hearings on 
the President’s State of the Union message. Majority 
and minority reports would ‘‘demonstrate the dif- 
ference in program between the parties and also the 
areas of national agreement,”’ 

Seniority: Acknowledging the usefulness of an au- 
tomatic system for elevating Members to positions 
of power, Bailey argued that ‘‘there seems to be no 
reason why a simple mathematical formula cannot be 
devised to give added seniority credit to legislators 
who come from competitive two-party districts and 
states.... Seniority would still rule, automatically, 
but power would tend to shift toward those Congress- 
men who come from districts in which vigorous two- 
party competition searches out the majority interest.” 

22nd Amendment: Urging its repeal, Bailey 
wrote: ‘‘Its effect is to weaken the political power and 
influence of the President in his second term, par- 
ticularly inhis last two years, Ata time when foreign 
policy and national defense hold apocalyptic potenti- 
alities, it is madness to retain inour Constitution an 
Amendment which guarantees fitful national power.” 

Executive Talent: The recruiting of political ex- 
ecutives for top government jobs is a ‘‘hit-or-miss af- 
fair,’’ according to Bailey. ‘‘No greater service could 
be performed by the national party committees, espe- 
cially by their regional representatives, than to com- 
pile a continuing roster of good people in and out of the 
party organization for these strategic jobs.... The job 
is too important not to be undertaken systematically, 
and the national committees are the ones to do it.” 


Prospect for Change 


The foregoing reforms, Bailey wrote, ‘‘are now 
possible as a result of great secular shifts in our so- 
cial and economic life which are undermining tradi- 
tional citadels of political power.’’ The long conflict 
between new and old settlers has all but vanished; we 
‘fare rapidly approaching the time when nationality 
politics will be as anachronistic as the trolley car.”’ 
Sectional and class conflict have been undermined by 
vast changes in technology and communications; ‘‘a 
dramatic decrease in rural representation’”’ in Con- 
gress is likely after the 1960 census. The ‘‘Negro 
issue’’ is becoming nationalized; there is now a ‘‘cri- 
tical competition between the two major parties in the 
North and West to capture the Negro vote.”’ 

As the result of these and other shifts, Bailey 
noted, ‘‘politicians who wish to become statesmen 
must be able to talk intelligently about issues that 
concern people in all constituencies,”’ 
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Pressures On Congress 








VETERANS’ PENSIONS 


The June 15 House passage of a bill (HR 7650) making 
sweeping changes in the veterans’ pension system (see 
p. 825) brought these reactions from four major veterans’ 
organizations: 

AMERICAN LEGION (2.8 million veterans of World 
War I, World War II and Korea) -- Said the bill did not 
meet all Legion recommendations, but that it was a ‘‘tre- 
mendous improvement’’ over the Eisenhower Administra- 
tion proposals. The Legion said it was especially pleased 
with a provision making pensions for widows of World 
War II and Korean veterans equal to pensions paid to 
widows of World War I veterans. 

VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS (1.2 million vet- 
erans) -- Said the bill had ‘‘some meritorious features,’’ 
but regretted it did not follow more liberal VFW pension 
proposals. A spokesman said the organization considered 
it better than no legislation at all. 

AMERICAN VETERANS OF WORLD WAR II 
(AMVETS) (125,000 veterans) -- Said the Amvets were 
‘‘generally in favor’’ of HR 7650 and strongly supported 
the bill’s main feature, which related pension payments 
to the actual needs of the recipient. 

AMERICAN VETERANS COMMITTEE (25,000 vet- 
erans of World War I, World War II and Korea) -- Called 
HR 7650 a “step in the right direction” but said it was still 
far too liberal. The AVC criticized the bill because it 
ignored one ofthe mainrecommendations made by the 
Bradley Commission in 1956 -- elimination of all pen- 
sions for veterans with non-service-connected disabili- 
ties. (1956 Almanac p, 527) 


NAACP ON COURT BILL 


The National Assn, for the Advancement of Colored 
People June 11 said if Congress passed a pending bill 
(HR 3) limiting the power of the courts to apply the Fed- 
eral preemption doctrine, the Supreme Court’s 1954 
school desegregation ruling might be reversed. 

In a letter addressed to 310 non-Southern Members 
of the House of Representatives, NAACP Executive Secre- 
tary Roy Wilkins said: ‘‘If HR 3 is enacted, 17 million 
Negro Americans could be returned to the legal status 
they occupied at the end ofthe Civil War.’’ He added that 
‘‘past rulings of the Supreme Court in matters dealing 
with state-Federal jurisdiction will be subject to reversal, 
including the 1954 school desegregation ruling.’’ 

(For background on HR 3, see Weekly Report p. 792) 





CORRECTION 


In CQ’s report on lobby spending during the first 
quarter of 1959 (Weekly Report p. 715), the spending 
figure for the Aircraft Owners and Pilots Assn. was 
incorrectiy recorded. Instead of reporting expendi- 
tures of $11,170.35, the AOPA in its spending report 
said it spent no money for lobbying during the first 
quarter. This change makes the total for citizens’ 
groups $114,005.53 and the total for all groups re- 
porting, $981,020.58. 











COLLECTIVE BARGAINING 


In the June issue of the I,.U.D, Bulletin, the AFL- 
CIO’s Industrial Union Department charged that the 
Senate Select Committee on Improper Activities in the 
Labor or Management Field had ‘‘set the stage’”’ for 
attacks on the unions’ rights to bargain collectively, The 
Bulletin said that although the McClellan Committee has 
uncovered corruption in only a handful of unions, ‘‘it has 
sometimes resembled an anti-labor crusade.’’ 

‘The Administration must bear its share of blame 
for this situation,’’ the Bulletin added, because of ‘‘its 
demands for ‘tough’ labor bills, its damnation of most 
wage increases as inflationary and the President’s general 
attitude.”’ 








Pressure Points 


@ AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION -- In the after- 
math of the June 8 Supreme Court decision upholding the 
contempt conviction of Lloyd Barenblatt for refusing to 
answer questions of the House Un-American Activities 
Committee, Executive Director Patrick Murphy Malin 
said the ACLU would continue to urge the Court to 
reconsider the constitutionality of the Committee, Malin 
also urged the House of Representatives and the public 
to ‘‘realize the unwisdom...of trying to protect the 
national security by such means as the House Un- 
American Activities Committee.’’ (Weekly Report p. 799) 

@® RAILWAY LABOR EXECUTIVES ASSN. -- The 
RLEA, speaking for 23 railway labor organizations, June 
9 said passage of a bill (S 1306) increasing the size and 
weight limits of parcel post packages ‘‘would force the 
Railway Express Agency out of business and throw its 
35,000 employees into the ranks of the unemployed.” 

@ BROOKINGS INSTITUTION -- A study prepared by 
Dr. Marshall A, Robinson and released June 14 said the 
fixed national debt limit was out of date and should be 
replaced by a flexible ceiling that would rise automatically 
whenever Government spending exceeded its income. The 
report said the fixed limit had ‘‘jeopardized long-run 
defense policy, interfered with compensatory measures 
during recession, hampered proper debt management 
policy, fostered budgetary subterfuge and increased the 
cost of financing the Government.’’ (See p. 824) 

@ STEEL DISPUTE -- David J. McDonald, president of 
the United Steelworkers of America (AFL-CIO) June 15 
met with a group of Democratic Senators to brief them on 
the union’s case in contract negotiations with the steel 
industry. The Senators said they had invited McDonald 
and Roger Blough, chairman of the U.S. Steel Corp., to 
brief them on the steel dispute but that they had no inten- 
tion of asking Government intervention to avert a strike. 
The meeting with Blough was scheduled for June 22, 
Meanwhile Sen. Stuart Symington (D Mo.) June 16 called 
on President Eisenhower to summon both sides in the 
steel dispute to a White House conference ‘‘to try to 
head off a strike.’’ (For President’s news conference 
comments, see p. 840) 
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IMPORT OF RUSSIAN SCHOOL EQUIPMENT STIRS CONGRESS 


A narrow lobby battle with broad implications is 
brewing in Congress over the importation of Russian 
equipment for use in U.S, school and college classrooms. 

The Scientific Apparatus Makers Assn., representing 
147 domestic companies who make about 80 percent of 
U.S., scientific equipment, is pressing for legislation to 
prohibit Federal dollars from being spent on the Russian 
equipment. Fighting against such a restriction is the 
Ealing Corp. of Cambridge, Mass., an import house. It 
argues that schools and education need scientific equip- 
ment and cannot get it inthis country at reasonable prices. 
So, it argues, why not import the Russian equipment? 
The argument promises to trigger a broad Congressional 
study of the whole economic offensive. 


Legislative Background 


Congress in the National Defense Education Act of 
1958 (PL 864, 1958 Almanac p. 213) said the Act’s purpose 
was ‘‘to provide substantial assistance in various forms 
to individuals and to states and their subdivisions in order 
to insure trained manpower of sufficient quality and 
quantity to meet the national defense needs of the U. S.”’ 
Title 3 of the Act authorized giving $70 million in each of 
the fiscal years 1959, 1960, 1961 and 1962 to state 
educational agencies so they could buy science, mathe- 
matics and modern foreign language equipment for class- 
room instruction. To qualify for the Federal money, the 
states were required to match the Federal grant. 

Congress has appropriated $49,280,000 for fiscal 
1959 for these equipment purchases. The House April 30, 
by voice vote, passed a bill (HR 6769) providing $52.8 
million for equipment grants in fiscal 1960. (Weekly Re- 
port p. 621) Counting the states’ matching funds, this would 
come to $104.4 million for equipment purchases, (Terri- 
tories are exempted from matching the Federal money.) 

The House-passed bill is now before the Senate 
Appropriations Health, Education and Welfare Subcom- 
mittee, Sen, Styles Bridges (R N.H.) is trying to persuade 
the Subcommittee to put a rider on the House bill to 
prohibit spending Federal money on equipment made in 
Communist-dominated countries. The Subcommittee held 
a hearing on his amendment May 25. 


Arguments Pro and Con 


Principal arguments in favor of the amendment: 

SEN. STYLES BRIDGES (R N.H.) -- Said April 28 
that Russians propagandists would exploit the equipment 
sales to the U.S, ‘‘Certainly inthe expenditure of Federal 
public funds expressly earmarked for the purchase of 
such equipment the least we candoas prudent legislators 
is to try to safeguard the use of those funds so that we are 
not...aiding the Soviet effort for world domination.”’ 

SEN. KENNETH B, KEATING (RN.Y.) -- Said June 10 
the Russians ‘‘have deliberately cut their prices in these 
products in order to flood our market and our schools 
with their equipment, thus seeking to achieve a major 
propaganda and political victory and at the same time... 
seriously undermine an important domestic industry.” 
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SCIENTIFIC APPARATUS MAKERS ASSN. -- Eugene 
L. Stewart, Washington representative of SAMA, May 25 
said the National Defense Education Act equipment money 
if spent in this country would help stimulate the domestic 
equipment industry. He said this could result in mass 
production of certain items, thus lowering their price. He 
also made the same points as Bridges and Keating. 

Principal arguments against the amendment: 

SEN. ALBERT GORE (D TENN.) -- Said April 28 ‘‘it 
is a bit far-fetched to suggest that our children will be 
subverted by the use of a test tube or mixing pot or stir- 
ring rod or, perchance, a microscope manufactured in 
Czechoslovakia or Poland.’’ 

PAUL D. GRINDLE, PRESIDENT OF THE EALING 
CORP. -- Said May 25 he had cut his original $40,000 
order for Russian scientific equipment by one-fourth 
because he could not handle it all atonce. He said already 
he had 53 orders from U.S, public and parochial high 
schools and from colleges. He saidhe would order more 
equipment later. He said he contracted for the goods on 
his own initiative because he knew of the demand in this 
country for good science teaching equipment at a reason- 
able price. He quoted a 1956 memorandum ofthe Amer- 
ican Assn, of Physics Teachers which said: ‘‘On the whole 
there is a widespread and increasing dissatisfaction 
among physics teachers with the high cost, relatively poor 
quality, lack of imagination and paucity of new develop- 
ments in the current offerings of apparatus supply houses 
in this country.”’ 

Dr. William C. Kelly, executive secretary of the 
association’s apparatus committee, June 10 told Congres- 
sional Quarterly that a new memorandum on the equip- 
ment situation was being drafted. He said the association 
‘theld no brief’’ for the Russians or any other foreign 
manufacturers, but that there were problems in getting 
the vital up-to-date teaching equipment domestically at 
reasonable prices. ‘‘Progress has been made,’’ Kelly said 
in reference to domestic equipment makers filling the 
need, ‘‘but we still have a long way to go.”’ 

Sample differences of price on science equipment, as 
quoted by Stewart, with the Russian price listed first: 
rotator todemonstrate centrifugal force, $15 compared to 
$41; spectrometer for analyzing light, $6.50 compared to 
$20; microscope, $48 compared to $200. 


Outlook 


The Bridges amendment, whether it passes or not, 
seems certain to trigger a broader study of the Soviet 
trade offensive. Bridges will introduce a resolution call- 
ing for sucha studyifhis amendment fails. In the House, 
Rep. Glenard P, Lipscomb (R Calif.) March 16 introduced 
a resolution (H Res 210) calling for the House Banking 
and Currency Committee to conduct such a study, On 
March 20 he asked the House Rules Committee to grant 
a hearing on his resolution. His request is pending. 
Because proposals for a study have been received warmly, 
Congress may decide to conduct one before voting on the 
Bridges amendment itself. 
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Around The Capitol 





NUCLEAR TEST BAN 


As three-power talks on a nuclear test ban resumed 
in Geneva June 8, public debate continued on the wisdom 
of concluding a test ban and on the adequacy of the pro- 
posed policing methods. (For background, Weekly Report 
p. 477, 544, 571, 621, 721, 743) 

A negative position on both questions was taken by 
Joint Atomic Energy Committee consultant Thomas E, 
Murray. Murray May 15, in a letter to the Committee, 
said a ban would hurt U.S. security, since the Russians 
could find ways to violate it and improve their weapons 
while the U.S. was stopped from developing tactical nu- 
clear weapons. Atomic Energy Commission Chairman 
John A. McCone June 6 said atmospheric tests would be 
easy to detect, but stratospheric, space and underground 
tests very difficult. 

A contrary opinion was voiced June 4 bySen. Hubert 
H, Humphrey (D Minn.), who said that an ‘‘effective and 
workable’’ policing system was possible, that a test ban 
could eventually be extended to Red China, that no war 
with Russia could be limited to small nuclear weapons 
and that U.S, use of small nuclear weapons except against 
the Soviets or Red China was unlikely, since it would 
stigmatize the U.S. in world opinion. For small wars, 
Humphrey said, the U.S. should build up its conventional 
forces. The executive committee of the 2,200-member 
Federation of American Scientists June 7 said a policing 
system under existing techniques was possible and atest 
ban should be ‘‘a primary objective’”’ of U.S. foreign policy. 

Two major scientific reports bearing on the con- 
troversy were published June 12 and June 15: 

@ BERKNER REPORT -- The Panel on Seismic Im- 
provement, a Presidential advisory group of 14 scientists 
headed by Dr. Lloyd Berkner, June 12issued a report on 
the U.S.’s 1958 underground nuclear tests, called Hardtack 
II. The panel said the assumptions accepted in 1958 by 
the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. as the basis of the Geneva 
negotiations were shown to be false by Hardtack II. The 
assumptions were that 180 seismic stations, each with 10 
seismometers, would be able to identify positively either 
as earthquakes or nuclear explosions all but 20 to 100 
annual ‘‘seismic events’’ of five kilotons or more. The 
report said this was not true but that by raising the num- 
ber of seismometers in each station to 100 and by using 
new methods of measuring long-period surface waves, 
identification could be improved so that the annual number 
of unidentifiable ‘‘seismic events’’ of five to 10 kilotons 
could be limited to 300, About three years of research 
with these and other techniques were needed to produce a 
detection system as efficient as the one originally assumed 
at Geneva for small blasts, it said. 

The Berkner report also said, however, that muffling 
(‘‘decoupling’’) of underground nuclear explosions was 
possible, so that those of, for example, 50kilotons, could 
be made to appear as only five kilotons. To explore all 
the possibilities, it said a prototype detection station 
should be built and high-explosive and nuclear experi- 
ments undertaken. 

@ HIGH-ALTITUDE BLASTS -- An AEC-Defense De- 
partment June 15 report on ‘‘Teak’’ and ‘‘Orange,’’ two 


COPYRIGHT 1959 CON! 
i 


PAGE 836 -- Week ending June 19, 1959 


Reproduction prohibited in whol: 


megaton-range hydrogen bombs exploded by the U.S, July 
21 and Aug, 11, 1958 at 21 and 44 miles altitude over the 
Pacific Ocean, said the effects were felt over an area with 
a radius of 1,500 miles over the earth’s surface. The 
blasts disrupted radar, radio and other electromagnetic 
communications in a wide area, the report said, indicating 
both that such blasts could be detected easily and that they 
could be used in war todisrupt an opponent’s communica- 
tions. 


ELECTRICAL IMPORTS 


The Office of Civil and Defense Mobilization June 12 
rejected the contention of the domestic electrical manu- 
facturing industry that low-cost imports of heavy gen- 
erating machinery constituted a threat to the national 
security. The OCDM ruling followed an investigation 
resulting from the purchase of foreign machinery by the 
Tennessee Valley Authority. (Weekly Report p. 466) 

Leo A. Hoegh, OCDM director, said the situation 
would be reviewed ‘‘from time to time,’’ but for the time 
being he declined to impose import restrictions on four 
items of heavy equipment currently being soldinthe U.S, 
by foreign producers: hydraulic turbines, generators 
driven by hydraulic turbines, transformers and circuit 
breakers. A decision on whether to limit imports of 
steam turbogenerators will be made in a separate case. 

Hoegh suggested that Federal agencies buying such 
equipment from foreign producers specify that repair and 
maintenance facilities be located on the North American 
continent, 


EQUAL TIME RULING 


The Federal Communications Commission June 16 
refused to reverse its Feb, 19 ruling that all political 
candidates are entitled to equal time on radio and televi- 
sion newscasts, The ruling had been criticized by Presi- 
dent Eisenhower and several Members of Congress, and 
Attorney General William P. Rogers May 7 asked the FCC 
to reverse it. (Weekly Report p. 658) 

The Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
munications Subcommittee held hearings June 18-19 on 
bills to clarify the equal time provision of the Federal 
Communications Act of 1934, under which the FCC ruling 
was made, Similar hearings by the House Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce Committee were scheduled to begin 
June 29, 


UNEMPLOYMENT 


The Labor and Commerce Departments June 10 re- 
ported that employment rose by 1,000,000 in May toa 
record 66,016,000 for the month, while unemployment 
dropped by 238,000 to 3,389,000. The report said the 
May employment total compared with an all-time peak of 
67,221,000 in July 1957, and that the new figures repre- 
sented a drop of about 1.5 million among the unemployed 
in the past year. (Weekly Report p. 661) 

The unemployment decline dropped the jobless rate 
to 4.9 percent of the labor force -- the first time the rate 
had gone below 5 percent since November 1957. 
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Presidential Report 








THE TEXT OF PRESIDENT EISENHOWER’S JUNE 17 PRESS CONFERENCE 


TEST BAN TALKS 


Following is the text of President Eisenhower's June 17 news conference, the 60th 
of his second term, held two weeks after the 59th (Weekly Report p. 770): 


THE PRESIDENT: Good morning. Please sit down, I have 
no announcements. 


APPEAL TO PUBLIC ON PROGRAM 


Q. MARVIN L, ARROWSMITH, A.P.: Mr. President, Senator 
Morton told us a couple of days agothat you are considering going 
directly to the people, perhaps make a few speeches, on behalf of 
your legislative program, mutual security and labor legislation, 
for example, and I wondered, could you elaborate a bit for us on 
just what you have in mind and what you think the necessity for such 
a procedure is? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, there is no specific program or 
schedule in mind, What I have said, that there are certain features 
that I have recommended to the Congress that I believe are -- are 
vitally important for the welfare of the country, and I shall do what 
I can to inform the country so that we can have a stronger public 
opinion supporting that kind of thing. 

Some of them, as you have mentioned, mvtual security, bal- 
anced budget and reducing Federal expenditures, and so on -- 
there was no -- no specific schedule developed at all. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 


SUMMIT PROSPECTS 


Q. MERRIMAN SMITH, United Press International: Mr. 
President, in view of the recent developments in Geneva, sir, do 
you feel that the prospects for a summit conference have grown 
dimmer since we last discussed this with you two weeks ago? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, certainly they have grown no 
brighter, unfortunately. There seems to be, ifnot an impasse, an 
unreadiness to discuss things that could be classed as giving us 
possibilities for fruitful negotiations at the summit, and therefore 
I’d say the prospects are no brighter at this moment. 


NIXON VISIT TO MOSCOW 


Q. CHALMERS M. ROBERTS, Washington Post: Mr. Presi- 
dent, assuming that the Foreign Ministers meeting does recess or 
break down without the kind of agreement you refer to, do you con- 
sider that Vice President Nixon’s trip to Moscow next month might 
offer a new channel of negotiation with the Russians on these 
problems? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I hadn’t thought of it as that, as a 
mechanism for reopening negotiations. I would saythis: We would 
never lose any opportunity that would arise through the contact of 
any responsible official of any government with his opposite num- 
ber or with the other government to bring about some advance. I 
understand, for example, Mr. Koslov is asking to see me, and I 
certainly shall make an engagement some way so he can come to 
see me. 


WHEAT PROGRAM 


Q. CHARLES W., BAILEY, Minneapolis Star and Tribune: The 
Senate and House conferees yesterday agreed on a new wheat bill 
that would raise price supports 5 percent and at the same time cut 
acreage allotments by 20 percent. Could you give us your com- 
ments on this last approach? 

THE PRESIDENT: No. Idon’tthinkI can comment very much 
on it this morning because it just came in to my desk, and I have 
not yet talked to the Secretary of Agriculture on this particular 
thing. As you know, we still do not believe in raising price sup- 
ports in any kind of a formula -- because we just believe it’s not 
good for the farming industry or for the country. 
(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr, President.’’) 
THE PRESIDENT: The man with the glasses. 
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Q. PETER LISAGOR, Chicago Daily News: Mr. President, 
back to foreign policy for a moment. Have you been in direct 
communication with Mr, Khrushchev in recent days inan effort to 
end the stalemate on the nuclear test ban talks in Geneva? 

THE PRESIDENT: I think I have said several times that my 
communications with heads of state or heads of government are 
never made public by me unless there is mutual agreement, or 
unless someone else has done it. Therefore, I don’t advise pub- 
licly whether or not I have communicated with any other head of 
Government, 


MUNITIONS LOBBY 


Q. DON OBERDORFER, Knight Newspapers: Mr. President, 
a Congressional committee investigating what some people have 
called a munitions lobby is looking into the employment of high 
ranking, former high ranking officers by defense contractors. Do 
you think improper pressures are exerted when former high rank- 
ing officers take jobs with companies which solicit defense con- 
tracts? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well really, Idon’tknow anything about it. 
No one has certainly ever tried to doit to me, and anyway, I don’t 
have anything todo with the contracting business, But, I think there 
is justification for the Congress informing itself as to exactly what 
connections, not necessarily with foreign -- with former officers 
of the Government -- but with the business -- with the contracting 
officers of the present Government. I think it’s all right to look 
into these things because we must be careful and I think anyone that 
is acting in good faith would have nothing to fear of such an in- 
vestigation, 


NUCLEAR TEST DETECTION 


Q. CHARLES H, MOHR, Time Magazine: Mr. President, this 
is also a question about nuclear test cessation. The Berkner Re- 
port on new seismic techniques for detecting underground blasts 
suggested a, or contained a section that suggested that there were 
muffling or decoupling techniques available to the Russians which 
would allow them to possibly reduce the seismic signal from a 10 
Kiloton blast to a one Kiloton sound level, And in view of that, in 
view of the fact that we have already offered to inspect only 20 
percent of events below five Kilotons, do you still think it will be 
safe to conclude and sign a cessation agreement with the Russians 
without danger of cheating or evasion? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, you’ve asked a question that has 
about as many technicalities in it as Ican imagine. Now, this de- 
coupling is, as you know, it’s the possibility of setting an explosion 
off, the full effect of which is not communicated to instruments 
that are related around the whole locality, the whole country. 
Now, what we have done, we have filedthese reports and I believe 
that there is a fixed date when they will come up, I mean will 
come out for the public. Isn’t that so? (conferring with Mr. 
Hagerty) Yes. And everybody will have a chance to take a look at 
them and the conclusions of the panel. 

They are -- this coupling with those reports is new -- is the 
production of a new technique that makes the possibility of detect- 
ing now very much better than it was when we made the first 
settlement with -- at Geneva. Now, this means that the very time 
when you have found out that some of the possibilities of conceal- 
ment have grown up, the possibilities of detection have gone up at 
about an equal rate, apparently, so that you have a tremendously 
difficult technical problem to solve if you’re going to get equality 
in this business. 

But I do say this: We would be foolish if we expect 100 percent 
from any system, There is no system, whether it be defensive or 
detection or intelligence or planning or anything else, that is 100 


Week ending June 19, 1959 -- PAGE 837 


ited in whole or in part except by editorial clients 


eee 
















Presidential Report - 2 


percent perfect. What we do havetodo is to minimize the risk or 
minimize -- let’s say refine the process to the point where we 
minimize risks and indeed bring them down below the level where 
they could be truly dangerous to our country. 


HAS SEEN BOMBS 


Q. ROBERT J. DONOVAN, New York Herald Tribune: Mr. 
President, in thinking about your heavy responsibilities with nu- 
clear warfare, I have often wondered, have you ever seen a hydro- 
gen bomb? 

THE PRESIDENT: They won’t allow me (laughter), I have 
seen the bomb, yes, I mean they won’t go -- they won’t let me see 
the tests, that’s -- they want me not to go, 

Q. DONOVAN: You have actually seen the hydrogen bom? 

THE PRESIDENT: I have seen the bomb, I haven’t seen the 
test, 

Q, DONOVAN: An atom bomb, too? 

THE PRESIDENT: Oh yes. Oh I have seen the bomb, I have 
seen all the weapons, I just haven’t been allowed to go to the tests, 

Q. DONOVAN: You couldn’t give us any details on your 
visits --~ 

THE PRESIDENT: No. 


SUMMIT CONDITIONS 


Q. FELIX BELAIR, New York Times: Mr. President, with 
respect to a meeting at the summit, you made it quite clear in 
our last meeting I think that no head of a self-respecting govern- 
ment could go into a negotiation with other heads of Government 
under any kind of ultimatum such as the Soviets have imposed on 
Berlin. 

I wondered, does the Soviet failure to withdraw that ultimatum 
mean to you that you could not gointo a summit negotiation on other 
questions such as disarmament, nuclear test suspension, or any 
others? 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr, Belair, I don’t recall that I put my -- 
my conclusion and my statement of a couple of weeks ago on the 
basis just of Berlin. I said that if a foreign ministers meeting 
made such progress as to give to any reasonable person the belief 
that that progress would make a summit meeting fruitful, then I 
would be glad to go; because certainly I am not going to indulge 
just prejudice or preconceived notions or anything elseto such an 
extent that it will stand inthe way of some kind of tiny step toward 
easing tensions in the world. 

So, if I did tie that directly to the Berlin bit, I did it only as 
an example. If there is anykindof reasonable progress that justi- 
fies a summit meeting, why of course I would never decline the 
opportunity. 


LEADERSHIP 


Q. EDWARD P. MORGAN, ABC: Mr. President, your political 
opponents have accused you on a number of occasions of lack of 
leadership, But nowthe shoeis onthe other foot. The Democratic 
Advisory Council by implication anyway is criticizing its own 
leadership in Congress, or the lack of it. 

Could you give us the Eisenhower definition of leadership in 
Government, and could you spell it out for us sir, a little more your 
concept of the role of the Presidency now? (Laughter) 

THE PRESIDENT: I think you have just quoted some things 
which give the best definition of what leadershipis not. And I think 
I’ll content myself with that statement, (Laughter.) 


FOREIGN MINISTERS’ PROGRESS 


Q. JOHN SCALI, A.P.: Mr. President, there appears to be 
some sentiment in Britain for a summit conference, even if the 
Geneva foreign ministers meeting winds up without any substantial 
progress of easing the Berlin and other problems. What do you 
think of this idea? 

THE PRESIDENT: I sometimes hesitate to speak at too great 
length here because I have always a feeling I’ve spoken to you be- 
fore so often on these things that I’m just putting on an old record. 
What I want to point out, that there is -- that there is developing 
in the world sort of an idea that heads of government can take 





themselves away from their normal posts and go and do a lot of 
things that cannot be otherwise accomplished. 

Now, the foreign ministers of free countries are people who 
go to conferences clothed with a very great deal of authority, 
The governments involved normally try to establish limits within 
which their foreign minister can negotiate. He communicates with 
his own government every single night. There are exchanges of 
telegrams and cables to keep him informed and to keep the gov- 
ernment informed so that from the standpoint of traditional 
diplomacy the foreign minister provides the mechanism, either he 
or his ambassadors or the government’s ambassadors, provide the 
mechanism through which these agreements are supposed to be 
obtained, 

Now, everybody knows that when you aredealingin a dictator- 
ship, there is only one man, finally, that can make the decision, a 
firm decision, final decision. Therefore there has grown the, what 
I believe to be a false doctrine that we should revamp our entire 
diplomatic procedures in order to go to a summit meeting every 
thirty days or so. 

Now, from my viewpoint, the dictator can give his foreign 
minister just as much flexibility indealing with these troublesome 
and tough questions as can ademocracy. Therefore, I think to as- 
sume that foreign ministers have now become useless, they are 
no good and throw them away and make every single head of gov- 
ernment or head of state to spend his time in work that has been 
the function of specialists in this line, I think is a step backward 
in diplomacy. This is like Alexander and Napoleon meeting on a 
raft in a river and settling the fate of the -- of the then world, 
You can’t do that. And to my mind, if these foreign minister 
meetings cannot prepare the ground and at least -- and sow some of 
the seed for accord, then I see no use whatsoever -- 

Q. (No name): Mr. President -- 

THE PRESIDENT: (Continuing) -- for trying tohave a harvest 
when there is no planting and no tilling. 


ATTACK ON NAVY PLANE 


Q. GARNETT D. HORNER, Washington Star: Reports this 
morning are, sir, that the crew of the Navy bomber plane, Navy 
patrol plane that was attacked by MIG fighters say that most of 
the guns on the plane would not work so they could shoot back be- 
cause of missing parts, I wonder if you have anything to say about 
that angle or if you have new information about who were their 
attacking planes? 

THE PRESIDENT: No, I have no new information. But I will 
say this: that such a report as this is, well, one that would cause 
anyone great concern, particularly myself because I have been a 
military man through my life, and I have sent that whole report to 
the Navy Department, through the defense establishment, to get a 
complete report. And I suspect, or I would expect, rather, that 
the Navy at the proper time will make it public. 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 


STEEL STATISTICS 


Q. RAYMOND P. BRANDT, St. Louis Post Dispatch: Mr, 
President, both the steel management and the steel unions are 
issuing self-serving statistics which areingreat conflict. Is there 
any way that Government can bring out some impartial figures on 
profits and wages and productivity so the people can understand 
the issue and make their own decisions? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think you have asked about the most 
intelligent question on this particular question, particular matter; 
and I haven’t thought about it in this particular way, to put these 
statistics together, you might say in columns right down the line 
and seeing what the judgment is. I don’t know whether this would 
be helpful or not, but I’ll take your suggestion and I’ll have it 
studied. It’s one that I just wouldn’t want to shoot too rapidly on 
for the simple reason that -- that they are tough questions, they 
are people that are bargaining right now and it’s not my business 
to try to influence them, ButIdo say, this is a matter that affects 
the public, and I do have a public duty to do what I can, as long as 
I don’t get into the business of the bargaining itself. 

Q. (No name): Mr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT: (continuing). Therefore if I can do any- 
thing, why you can bet I will. 
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DISPOSAL OF WHEAT SURPLUS 

Q. PAT MUNROE, Chicago American: Mr, President, going 
back to the wheat problem, assuming that there is no way to stop 
the flow, the flood, have you an alternate plan which would involve 
the destruction of the wheat in order to save tremendous storage 
costs or perhaps would you advocate a ‘‘crash’’ give-away pro- 
gram, world-wide? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, no, Youcan’t advocate that, because 
then you hurt all the other producing countries; Canada, Argentine, 
Australia, Turkey, any, everybody that produces wheat, now find 
themselves in a very bad spot, and their market’s gone to pot. 

I would not advocate destruction. Possibly this is the Penn- 
sylvania Dutch in me that when something has been produced for 
the use of people, and it’s been produced by the sweat and toil of 
those people, I just find there’s something rebels in me against ad- 
vocating destruction as a cure. I believethere is a better one than 
that. 

Now, as far as storage is concerned, of course, originally I 
think it was hoped that all this storage would be done right on the 
farms, but I will say this: Just the carrying of these surpluses 
and the storage costs are getting to the point that it’s -- it’s, it- 
self, such a burden that it is one the Government ought to be 
getting out of as far as it can, 

Now, the only plans that we have so far are those that have 
gone in my messages to the Congress, And, by and large, their 
central feature is, get these support prices down so you can get 
this kind of incentive out, get products to be in the classes that the 
market itself gives reasonable prices for them, and I think that 
by and large must be done, 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 

THE PRESIDENT: Right here. 


STRAUSS LOBBYING 


Q. JERRY O’LEARY, Washington Star: Mr. President a 
Democratic Senator has complained that the Executive Branch is 
lobbying to get support for Mr. Strauss, If that’s true, do you see 
anything wrong with it? (Laughter.) 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, there are a number of things that I 
have recommended to the Congress, and when my conscience tells 
me they are right, I’m going to use every single influence that I 
can from the Executive Department to get the Congress to see the 
light. If that’s lobbying, I’m guilty, but I don’t think there’s any- 
thing else to do about it. 

All right. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE 


Q. JAMES B, RESTON, New York Times: Mr. President, sir, 
I wondered if you would talk to us a bit about the apparent mis- 
understandings that have grown up with France, and -- 

THE PRESIDENT: Ohl! 

Q. RESTON: -- and the relations of those misunderstand- 
ings to the defense of NATO. And, second, do you have any plans 
to see General de Gaulle about them? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think the only -- the only part of 
your question that I can answer indetailis the second part. I think 
all of you know that from the time of his election there has been a 
standing invitation, more than once repeated, to President de 
Gaulle to come over here. 

In the meantime, I have been searching or I have made plans 
that if any errand takes metoEurope, I’m going to make a special 
effort to meet him, because there are differences of opinions be- 
tween our two governments, and I think he believes and that I be- 
lieve that a personal conversation between the twoof us might ease 
some of the rough points in these arguments and possibly solve 
them, 

He and I are old friends, comrades of the war and since, and 
I would be hopeful that here would be one place that because of the 
special character of the problems, so many of them having to do 
with defense, that maybe two heads of government who both by co- 
incidence have been old comrades-in-arms, we might have some 
solution that wouldn’t otherwise be apparent. 


MOTIVE FOR PLANE ATTACK 


Q. WARREN ROGERS, JR., New York Herald Tribune: Mr, 
President, yesterday Assistant Secretary of State Walter Robertson 
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said that he thought this attack on the Navy patrol plane was de- 
liberately timed at the time of the Geneva Foreign Ministers Con- 
ference to create tensions. Do you agree with that, sir, and have 
you yet determined who did it? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well of course, I always try to get away 
from motives. 

Now, we don’t know who did it, don’t know who did it; and 
while you might say it is more than coincidence that such a thing 
has happened -- to give a, to supply a motive where you are not 
sure is just some kind of wisdomthatI don’t have. So I would say 
that it does seem a strange coincidence, and let it go at that. 
This -- 


DEMOCRATIC APPROACH TO LEGISLATION 


Q. J.F. TER HORST, Detroit News: Mr. President, sir, 
there seems to have been a trend inCongress in the last few days 
for the Democratic leadership to approach legislation in the view 
that half a loaf is better than none, in order to get your signature 
on what they might propose. 

Do you think this falls within the definition of constructive 
legislative work, as far as you are concerned? Does this meet 
your -- your legislative goals? 

THE PRESIDENT: By theConstitution, Iam part of the legis- 
lative process, I think that the American public expects its Presi- 
dent always to exercise his best judgment in giving his approval or 
disapproval or qualified approval or disapproval to such in such 
cases. That’s exactly what I do. 

Now, whenever any legislative program is put before me, I 
have to decide whether, in principle, it agrees with the basic be- 
liefs by which I conduct my office, and whether in amount or quan- 
tity or quality it comes within the reasonable range of what I am 
trying to get at. And if it does these things, I think it is a dis- 
service to veto anything merely because it has failed in some de- 
tail to go along with the expressed views of the President. On the 
other hand, as quickly as it gets out of line I think the President is 
not doing his duty unless he does express disapproval. 

Now, what is happening right now intheCongress, I will know 
only when the bills of which Ispeak are laid on my desk and then I 
know what the program is, and Idon’t think it’s profitable to begin 
to guess what their views are and what they are doing. I'll just 
have to wait until I get the bills. 


DISARMAMENT 


Q. EARL H, VOSS, WashingtonStar: Mr. President, you prob- 
ably noticed in the papers this morning General Creasy’s statement 
about nerve gases. I am wondering if you can tell us what you think 
about the possibility of persistence of a balance of terror, even if 
we were to get a nuclear disarmament such as we are seeking. 

THE PRESIDENT: Well I think, you say we get nuclear dis- 
armament, I think that always we have, that is the Western world, 
has coupled nuclear disarmament with a degree of general dis- 
armament. Now there are many ways of bacteriological war, 
nerve, or gas warfare. There is other terrible weapons of mass 
destruction that are now in the, well just let’s say they are capa- 
bilities that anybody could use, along with the nuclear terror. 

So, I would think that when we talk about nuclear warfare, 
we shouldn’t talk about it alone, we should talk about its results, 
and what is done with it rather than merely on nuclear warfare 
and so, I would think that disarmament is a matter that has to be 
dealt with pretty well across the board, 

(There was a chorus of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 

THE PRESIDENT: This man, 


OLYMPIC COMMITTEE 


Q.. SPENCER DAVIS, A.P.: Would you comment, sir, on the 
action of the International Olympic Committee in expelling Na- 
tionalist China from its ranks and refusing to recognize it under 
the name of Republic of China? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, of course, it’s been known for years, 
even after it had to occupy Taiwan, as its, what it considers a 
temporary abode. I believe there are some 40 or 45 nations now 
recognized under that name and frankly, it seems to me that the 
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Olympic Committee has gotten into politics rather than merely 
into international athletics. 


WHITE HOUSE STEEL TALKS 


Q. JOHN HERLING, Editors Syndicate: Mr. President this 
relates to the steel problem, sir. 

There is just about 10 days left before steel companies start 
banking their furnances, and without intervening in actual negotia- 
tions, as you have declined to do, do you believe, sir, it would be 
useful if you were to invite union and industry representatives to 
the White House to establish a kind of a climate of accommodation 
within which they might hammer out an agreement? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I will tell youon that one: You have 
got historical incident, and I believe the outcome was an attempt 
to seize the steel plants, when exactly that kind of method was 
adopted. 

While I would urge again, personally and directly or indirectly 
and through press and press media, for each side to recognize the 
great dangers that come about ininflation andin price rises, I be- 
lieve for the Government directly to gointothis thing further, and 
in trying to apply political or other pressure, then we are getting 
inevitably into the beginning of a process that could be more hurt- 
ful than helpful. 

And so, to take a -- take a publicized meeting of this kind 
where everybody would have to be talking tohis own constituency, 
I would doubt that you would get as much advance as you would by 
keeping insisting that these people, in their bargaining, must 
remember the public, the public of the United States, because in 
the long run, 175 million is so much more important than either 
side of this steel industry that we should take that as the main 
target, the advance and welfare of the public, and to put their own 
selfish or personal desires and ambitions in that context before 
they make their studies -- before they make their conclusions. 

Q. MARVIN L. ARROWSMITH, A.P.: Thank you, Mr. 
President, 


OTHER STATEMENTS 


Other recent public statements by President Eisenhower: 


June 2 -- Proclamation bringing under control of Federal 
narcotics laws three new synthetically produced drugs. 

June 3 -- Proclamation designating an annual immigration 
quota of 100 for the Republic of Guinea and abolishing the quota 
for the Free Territory of Trieste. 

June 4 -- Remarks to a group of business magazine editors 
at the White House. 

June 4 -- Proclamation designating the week beginning on the 
second Monday in June of each year as National Little League 
Baseball Week. 

June 6 -- Message to the Prime Minister of Canada, trans- 
mitted via the moon from the Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
nology Lincoln Laboratory to the Prince Albert Radar Laboratory, 

June 8 -- Remarks at a testimonial dinner for Republican 
Members of Congress, Washington, D.C. 

June 9-- Remarks at the National Conference on Civil 
Rights, Washington, D.C. 

June 9 -- Address at the annual meeting of the American 
Medical Assn,, Atlantic City, N.J. 

June 10 -- Proclamation calling for the observtion of Flag 
Day, Sunday, June 14, 

June 11 -- Message transmitting to Congress an atomic 
agreement with Greece. 

June 12 -- Remarks at the senior officer course graduation 
exercises, Foreign Service Institute, Arlington, Va. 

June 12 -- Executive order excusing most Federal employees 
from duty on Friday, July 3, 1959. 

June 12 -- Letter reaffirming U.S. support of the International 
Labor Organization, read by Secretary of Labor James P. 
Mitchell at the annual meeting of ILO in Geneva, Switzerland. 

June 13 -- Letter to Rep. Joel T. Broyhill (R Va.) stating that 
it would be ‘‘desirable’’ to have an official version of The Star 
Spangled Banner. 








Committee Briefs | 


COMMUNITY FACILITIES 


House Banking and Currency Subcommittee No. 1 
June 10, by an8-1 vote, approved the community facilities 
bill (HR 5944) sponsored by Committee Chairman Brent 
Spence (D Ky.). 

The bill raised from $100 million to $1 billion the 
total combined amount the Community Facilities Adminis- 
tration could lend to states and localities for construction 
of public health and welfare projects. TheSubcommittee 
amended HR 5944 so that the program would be financed 
by Congressional appropriations instead of loans from the 
Treasury. Another major Subcommittee amendment 
changed the interest rate formula so that the states or 
localities would have to pay 4-1/8 percent on the loans 
instead of 2-7/8 percent. 

At Subcommittee hearings April 20-24 and 27-29, the 
bill was opposed by the National Assn, of Manufacturers, 
the Investment Bankers Assn. of America and the Admin- 
istration, Community Facilities Commissioner John C, 
Hazeltine said the low-interest rate (2-7/8 percent) in the 
original version would mean substitution of Government 
funds for private capital. He said the plan would upset the 
President’s budget. Hazeltine said his agency, adivision 
of the Housing and Home Finance Agency, had used only 
$58 million of its existing $100 million authority. 


The bill was supported by the American Hospital 
Assn,, the Tennessee Municipal League and the AFL-CIO, 

In 1958, a similar bill was passed by the Senate but 
died in the House, (1958 Almanac p. 151) 


EDUCATIONAL TELEVISION 


The Commerce and Power Subcommittee of the House 
Interstate and ForeignCommerce Committee June 3 voted 
to defer to 1960 action on S12 and all other bills relating 
to educational television. Action was postponed until 
completion of a field study onthe entire subject, following 
the 1959 Congressional session, The Senate April 13 
passed S 12, authorizing Federal grants for educational 
television. (Weekly Report p. 556) 


FREIGHT CAR SHORTAGE 


The Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee June 17 ordered reported a bill (S 1789) to relieve 
the railroad freight car shortage. 

S 1789 would amend the Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce Act to permit the ICC to allow increases on the 
rental rate for railroad boxcars, At hearings June 8-9, 
ICC spokesmen said the rate increases would stimulate 
construction of more cars and keep existing cars moving. 
(Weekly Report p. 807) 

(For Committee Roundup see page 822) 
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PUBLIC LAWS 


Public Law 86-38 

S$ 1217 (HR 6234) -- Add certain pubiic domain lands in Nevada to Summit Lake In- 
dian Reservation. MURRAY (D Mont.) -- 3/2/59 -- Senate Interior and Insular 
Affairs reported March 25, 1959. Senate passed April 10, 1959. House passed 
June 1, 1959. President signed June 10, 1959. 

Public Law 86-39 

HR 5805 -- Appropriate funds for the Treasury and Post Office Departments and Tax 
Court of the U.S. for fiscal year ending June 30, 1960. GARY (D Va.) -- 
3/18/59 -- House Appropriations reported March 18, 1959. House passed March 
20, 1959. Senate Appropriations reported May 21, 1959. Senate passed, amended, 
May 28, 1959. House and Senate agreed to conference report June 3, 1959. Presi- 
dent signed June 11, 1959. 

Public Law 86-40 

§ 1242 (HR 5519) -- Authorize use of revolving loan fund for Indians to assist Klamath 
Indians during period for terminating Federal supervision. NEUBERGER (D Ore.) -- 
3/2/59 -- Senate Interior and Insular Affairs reported March 25, 1959. Senate 
passed April 10, 1959. House passed June 1, 1959. President signed June 11, 1959. 

Public Law 86-41 

HR 2228 -- Provide for acquisition of additional land along Mount Vernon Memorial 
Highway in exchange for certain dredging privileges. SMITH (D Miss.) -- 
1/12/59 -- House Public Works reported Feb. 12, 1959. House passed April 15, 
1959. Senate Public Works reported May 11. Senate passed, amended, May 20, 
1959. House agreed to Senate amendments June 1, 1959. President signed June 

, 1959. 


Public Law 86-42 

H J Res 254 -- Authorize participation by the United States in parliamentary con- 
ferences with Canada. KELLY (D N. Y.) -- 2/18/59 -- House Foreign Affairs 
reported March 17, 1959. House passed April 15, 1959. Senate Foreign Rela- 
tions reported April 22, 1959. Senate passed, amended, June 1, 1959. House 
agreed to Senate amendments June 3, 1959. President signed June 11, 1959. 

Public Law 86-43 

S 1197 (HR 5104) -- Amend Atomic Energy Act of 1954 to repeal requirement that 
Atomic Energy Commission report to Congress semi-annually. ANDERSON (D 
N. M.) -- 2/26/59 -- Joint Atomic Energy reported April 27, 1959. Senate 
passed April 29, 1959. House passed June 2, 1959. President signed June 11, 
1959. 

Public Law 86-44 

S 1228 (HR 5105) -- Increase authorization for appropriations to the Atomic Energy 
Commission. ANDERSON (D N. M.) -- 3/2/59 -- Joint Atomic’ Energy reported 
April 27, 1959. Senate passed April 29, 1959. House passed June 2, 1959. 
President signed June 11, 1959. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


CQ's eight subject categories and their subdivisions: 


— 


AGRICULTURE 

2, APPROPRIATIONS 

3. EDUCATION & WELFARE 
Education & Housing 
Health & Welfare 

4, FOREIGN POLICY 


7. MISC, & ADMINISTRATIVE 
Astronautics & Atomic Energy 
Commemorative 
Congress, Constitution, 

Civil Rights 
Government Operations 


Immigration Indians, D.C., Territories 
International Affairs Judicial Procedures 
. LABOR Lands, Public Works, Resources 


an 


. MILITARY & VETERANS Post Office & Civil Service 
Armed Services & Defense 8, TAXES & ECONOMIC POLICY 
Veterans Business & Commerce 

Taxes & Tariffs 


Within each category are Senate bills inchronological order followed 
by House bills in chronological order. Bills are described as follows: 
Bill number, brief description of provisions, sponsor’s name, date 
introduced and committee to which bill was assigned. Bills sponsored 
by more than one Senator are listed under the first sponsor, with addi- 
tional sponsors listed. Private bills are not listed. 


1. Agriculture 


SENATE 


S 2133 -- Amend act of July 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 492), entitled "An act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to cooperate with Federal and non-Federal agencies in 
prevention of waterfowl depredations, and for other purposes. " ELLENDER (D La. ) 
(by request) -- 6/8/59 -- Agriculture and Forestry. 

S$ 2136 -- Amend Agricultural Act of 1956 to authorize donations of surplus food com- 
modities to State penal institutions. NEUBERGER (D Ore. ) (by request) -- 6/9/59 
-- Agriculture and Forestry. 

S 2144 -- Simplify, consolidate, and improve authority of the Secretary of Agriculture 
re loans to farmers and ranchers. ALLOTT (R Colo.) -- 6/9/59 -- Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

S 2152 -- Provide for establishment of a Soil and Water Conservation Laboratory at 
or near Morgantown, W. Va. BYRD (D W. Va.), Randolph (D W. Va.) -- 6/10/59 
-- Agriculture and Forestry. 

S$ 2157 -- Amend section 125 of Soil Bank Act which prohibits production of certain 
crops on Government-owned lands. YOUNG (R N.D.) -- 6/11/59 -- Agriculture 
and Forestry. 


HOUSE 
HR 7611 -- Amend Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended, the Agricultural Adjust- 


ment Act of 1938, as amended, and P. L. 74, 77th Congress, as amended. BELCHER 
(R Okla.) -- 6/8/59 -- Agriculture. 


In the House identical bills are sponsored by several Members but 
each bill has only one sponsor and one number. In such cases only the 
first bill introduced -- that with the lowest bill number -- is described 
in full. Bills introduced subsequently during the period and identical 
in nature are cited back to the earliest bills. Private bills are not listed. 








TALLY OF BILLS 


The number of measures -- Public bills listed this week: 


public and private -- introduced 


in the 86th Congress from Jan. Bills 
7, 1959, through June 12, 1959, S 2129 - 2166 
HR 7610 - 7715 
Senate House | Resolutions 





Bills 2,166 7,719 S J Res 107 - 109 
Joint Resolutions 109 429 S Con Res 46 - 48 
Concurrent S Res 130 - 131 
Resolutions 48 200 H J Res 418 - 429 
Simple Resolutions 131 297 H Con Res 200 
TOTAL 2,454 8,645 WS Res 209 - 397 








HR 7628 -- Simplify, consolidate, and improve authority of Secretary of Agriculture 
re loans to farmers and ranchers. POAGE (D Texas) -- 6/9/59 -- Agriculture. 

HR 7629 -- Make permanent authority of Secretary of Agriculture to make loans 
under section 17 of Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, as amended. POAGE (D 
Texas) -- 6/9/59 -- Agriculture. 

HR 7652 -- Amend title | of Agricultural Act of 1949 by adding at end thereof a new 
section 106 to provide for direct payments to wheat producers. MORRIS (D 
Okla.) -- 6/10/59 -- Agriculture. 

HR 7664 -- Provide for establishment of a soil and water conservation laboratory in 
Great Plains area. McGINLEY (D Neb.) -- 6/10/59 -- Agriculture. 

HR 7692 -- Repeal laws imposing Federal control on agriculture. ROBISON (R N. Y.) 
-- 6/11/59 -- Agriculture. 

HR 7710 -- Amend Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 to provide a program of acre- 
age allotments and price supports for feed grains. SMITH (D lowa) -- 6/12/59 -- 
Agriculture. 

H J Res 427 -- Direct Secretary of Agriculture to carry out a poultry diversion pro- 
gram. MILLER, C.W., (D Calif.) -- 6/11/59 -- Agriculture. 

H Res 291 -- Authorize Committee on Agriculture to conduct an investigation and 
study of the effect on American agriculture of the agricultural policies of the 
U. S., of tech ts in agriculture, and of economic trends 
affecting markets for pe make products. COFFIN (D Maine) -- 6/10/59 -- 
Rules. 
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Bills - 2 


2. Appropriations 


HOUSE 


HR 7689 -- Make an appropriation for extension and remodeling of U.S. courthouse 
at Buffalo, N. Y. DULSKI (D N. Y.) -- 6/11/59 -- Appropriations. 


3. Education and Welfare 


EDUCATION & HOUSING 
HOUSE 


HR 7627 -- Provide direct aid to States for educational purposes only. PELLY (R 
Wash. ) -- 6/9/59 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 7656 -- Provide for establishment of a Federal Advisory Council on the Arts to 
assist in growth and development of fine arts in the U. S. THOMPSON (D N. J.) 
-- 6/10/59 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 7657 -- Similar to HR 7656. DANIELS (D N. J.) -- 6/10/59. 

HR 7658 -- Similar to HR 7656. ELLIOTT (D Ala.) -- 6/10/59. 

HR 7659 -- Similar to HR 7656. GIAIMO (D Conn.) -- 6/10/59. 

HR 7660 -- Similar to HR 7656. GREEN (D Ore.) -- 6/10/59. 

HR 7661 -- Similar to HR 7656. WAINWRIGHT (RN. Y.) -- 6/10/59. 

HR 7662 -- Amend paragraph (b) of section 401 of National Housing Act, as amended. 
WILLIS (D La.) -- 6/10/59 -- Banking and Currency. ’ 

HR 7677 -- Similar to HR 7656. LINDSAY (RN. Y.) -- 6/11/59. 


HEALTH & WELFARE 
SENATE 


S 2134 -- Provide for payment of expenses of administration of workmen's compensation 
provisions of Longshoremen's and Harbor Workers' Compensation Act by insurance 
carriers and self-insurers authorized to insure under section 32 of the act. GOLD- 
WATER (R Ariz.) -- 6/8/59 -=- Labor and Public Welfare. 


HOUSE 


HR 7612 -- Amend Public Health Service Act to provide for study and control by Sur- 
geon General of dangerous radioactive contamination. CARTER (D lowa) -- 
6/8/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7624 -- Protect public health by amending Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act to authorize use of suitable color additives in or on foods, drugs, and cos- 
metics, in accordance with regulations prescribing conditions (including maximum 
tolerances) under which such additives may be safely used. HARRIS (D Ark.) -- 
6/9/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7686 -- Authorize establishment of a Youth Conservation Corps to provide hea! th- 
ful outdoor training and employment for young men and to advance conservation, 
development, and management of national resources of timber, soil, and range, 
and of recreational areas. STRATTON (D N.Y.) -- 6/11/59 -- Education and 
Labor. 

HR 7700 -- Prohibit shipment in interstate commerce of certain plastic bags.) ADDONI- 
ZIO (D N. J.) -- 6/12/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


4. Foreign Policy 


IMMIGRATION 
SENATE 


S$ 2158 -- Amend Immigration and Nationality Act to provide for registration with cer- 
tain U.S. consular officers of the birth of those persons born abroad who are 
citizens at birth. KEATING (RN. Y.) -- 6/11/59 -- Judiciary. 


INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 
SENATE 


S 2130 -- Authorize a payment to Government of Japan. FULBRIGHT (D Ark.) (by 
request) -- 6/8/59 -- Foreign Relations. 

S 2135 -- Promote Foreign Relations of the U.S. by providing for establishment of a 
Center for Cultural and Technical Interchange between East and West in Hawaii. 
JOHNSON (D Texas), Mansfield (D Mont.), Wiley (R Wis.) -- 6/9/59 -- Foreign 
Relations. 

S Con Res 48 -- Promote peace through reduction of armaments. HUMPHREY (D Minn. ) 
-- 6/12/59 -- Foreign Relations. 


HOUSE 


HR 7632 -- Promote foreign relations of the U.S by providing for establishment of a 
center for cultural and technical interchange between the East and West in Hawaii. 
SAUND (D Calif.) -- 6/9/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 

HR 7644 -= Similar to HR 7632. BURNS (D Hawaii) -- 6/10/59. 

H J Res 418 -- Authorize participation by the U. S. in parliamentary conferences with 
Mexico. KILGORE (D Texas) -- 6/8/59 -- Foreign Affairs. 

H J Res 420 -- Similar to H J Res 418. WILSON (R Calif.) -- 6/9/59. 
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H J Res 421 -- Similar to H J Res 418. FULTON (R Pa.) -- 6/10/59. 

H J Res 424 -- Similar to H J Res 418. RUTHERFORD (D Texas) -- 6/10/59. 

H J Res 426 -- Similar to H J Res 418. UTT (R Calif.) -- 6/10/59. 

H J Res 428 -- Similar to H J Res 418. RHODES (R Ariz.) -- 6/11/59. 

H Con Res 200 -- Express sense of Congress re nonparticipation of representatives of 
the U.S. in the Olympic games. DORN (R N. Y.) -- 6/11/59 -- Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

H Res 293 -- Amend Mutual Security Act of 1954. O'NEILL (D Mass.) -- 6/10/59 
-- Placed on Calendar. 


9. Labor 


SENATE 


S$ 2141 -- Amend Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 to eliminate exception from the 
child labor provisions of such act presently existing re agricultural employment. 
Mc NAMARA (D Mich.) -- 6/9/59 -- Labor and Public Welfare. 


HOUSE 


HR 7630 -- Amend Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, as amended, to provide cover- 
age for employees of large enterprises engaged in retail trade or service, large 
farming enterprises and other employers engaged in activities affecting commerce, 
to increase minimum wage under act to $1.25 an hour. HOLLAND (D Pa.) -- 
6/9/59 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 7680 -- Provide for certain obligations of officers and agents of labor organiza- 
tions and of employer organizations, employers and labor relations consultants; 
providing for a study of management-labor problems generally. ROOSEVELT (D 
Calif.) -- 6/11/59 -- Education and Labor. 

H Res 290 -- Request certain information from Secretary of Labor. HOFFMAN (R 
Mich. ) -- 6/8/59 -- Education and Labor. 


6. Military and Veterans 


ARMED SERVICES & DEFENSE 
SENATE 


S 2153 -- Authorize Coast Guard to accept, operate, and maintain a certain de- 
fense housing facility at Yorktown, Va. MAGNUSON (D Wash.) (by request) 
-- 6/10/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


HOUSE 


HR 7648 -- Define service in officers’ training camps during World War | for purposes 
of chapter 67 of title 10, U. S.C. KEOGH (D N.Y.) -- 6/10/59 -- Armed 
Services. 


VETERANS 
HOUSE 


HR 7649 -- Provide for recognition of Polish Legion of American Veterans by Secre- 
tary of Defense and Administrator of Veterans' Affairs. KOWALSKI (D Conn. ) 
-- 6/10/59 -- Veterans' Affairs. 

HR 7650 -- Modify pension programs for veterans of World War |, World War II, and 
the Korean conflict and their widows and children. TEAGUE (D Texas) -- 
6/10/59 -- Veterans' Affairs. 


7. Miscellaneous-Administrative 
ASTRONAUTICS & ATOMIC ENERGY 


NO INTRODUCTIONS 
COMMEMORATIVE 
SENATE 


S J Res 108 -- Authorize President to issue a proclamation designating month of 
November of each year as "Family Memorial Month". AIKEN (R Vt.), Prouty 
(R Vt.) -- 6/10/59 -- Judiciary. 


HOUSE 


HR 7622 -- Provide for issuance of a special missiles for peace stamp to honor the 
first delivery of mail by missile. ANFUSO (D N. Y.) -- 6/9/59 -- Post Office 
and Civil Service. 

H J Res 419 -- Designate Shasta Daisy as national floral emblem of the U.S. PHILBIN 
(D Mass. ) -- 6/9/59 -- House Administration. 

H J Res 422 -- Authorize President to issue a proclamation designating January 22 of 
each year as Ukrainian Independence Day. MERROW (R N.H.) -- 6/10/59 -- 
Judiciary. 

H J Res 429 -- Authorize issuance of a gold medal in honor of late Professor Robert 
H. Goddard. DONOHUE (D Mass.) -- 6/11/59 -- Banking and Currency. 














d| ¢ 








CONGRESS, CONSTITUTION, CIVIL RIGHTS 


SENATE 


5 Con Res 46 -- Authorize printing of additional copies of the joint committee print 
entitled "Federal Tax Policy for Economic Growth and Stability". DOUGLAS 
(D Hl.) -- 6/8/59 -- Rules and Administration. 

S Con Res 47 -- Authorize printing of additional copies of hearings on automation and 
technological change. DOUGLAS (D Ill.) -- 6/8/59 -- Rules and Administration. 


HOUSE 


HR 7676 -- Amend act of January 12, 1895, to regulate and restrict printing of certain 
extraneous matter in Congressional Record; limit the number of insertions of ex- 
traneous matter in Appendix of the Congressional Record. JONES (D Mo.) -- 
6/11/59 -- House Administration. 

HR 7687 -- Similar to HR 7676. TEAGUE (R Calif.) -- 6/11/59. 


H Res 289 -- Consider S$ 1120. THORNBERRY (D Texas) -- 6/8/59 -- Placed on Calendar. 


H Res 292 -- Create a select committee to conduct an investigation and study of effect 
of levy and collection by various States of income taxes which apply to the income 
of business concerns derived from interstate activities. KOWALSKI (D Conn.) -- 
6/10/59 -- Rules. 

H Res 297 -- Create a select committee to be composed of seven Members of House of 
Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker, one of whom he shali designate 
as chairman. MONAGAN (D Conn.) -- 6/12/59 -- Rules. 


GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 
HOUSE 


HR 7615 -- Amend section 21 of Second Liberty Bond Act to provide for retirement of 
public debt. JARMAN (D Okla.) -- 6/8/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7626 -- Amend Second Liberty Bond Act to provide that savings-type investors 
shall have priority in allotment of certain bonds. MULTER (D N.Y.) -- 6/9/59 -- 
Ways and Means. 

HR 7635 -- Provide for making payments in lieu of taxes re certain industrial manu- 
facturing plants owned by the U. S. HOLLAND (D Pa.) -- 6/9/59 -= Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 


HR 7674 -- Amend act of June 4, 1954, to remove certain conditions to the conveyance 


of certain real property of the U.S. to State of Indiana. BRAY (R Ind.) -- 6/11/59 
-- Government Operations. 

HR 7681 -- Enact provisions of Reorganization Plan No. | of 1959 with certain amend- 
ments. SMITH (D lowa) -- 6/11/59 -- Government Operations. 

H J Res 423 -- Provide for a special research inquiry into causes of chronic unemploy- 
ment in economically depressed areas. OLIVER (D Maine) -- 6/10/59 -- Govern- 
ment Operations. 

H Res 295 -- Disapprove Reorganization ?lan No. | of 1959. SMITH (D lowa) -- 
6/11/59 -- Government Operations. 


INDIANS, D.C. , TERRITORIES 
SENATE 


$ 2131 -- Amend Motor Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act of D.C. approved May 25, 
1954, as amended. BIBLE (D Nev.) (by request) -- 6/8/59 -- District of Columbia. 


S$ 2132 -- Amend law providing for exemptions from jury service in D.C. BIBLE (D Nev.) 


(by request) -- 6/8/59 -- District of Columbia. 

S$ 2156 -- Amend act of September 2, 1958, re exchange of lands between U.S. and 
Navajo Tribe, to clarify intent of Congress re certain excepted rights. MOSS 
(D Utah) -- 6/11/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 


HOUSE 


HR 7653 -- Require dogs to be kept under leash when they are in streets or other public 
places in D.C. MULTER (D N. Y.) -- 6/10/59 -- District of Columbia. 

HR 7665 -- Provide that people of the Virgin Islands be represented by a Delegate in 
the House of Representatives of the U.S. POWELL (D N. Y.) -- 6/10/59 -- Inter- 
ior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 7683 -- Provide that tax exemption heretofore accorded Veterans of Foreign Wars re 
certain property in D.C., formerly owned by such organization but never used 
for its intended purpose, shall apply instead to other property subsequently ac- 
quired and used for that purpose. BROYHILL (R Va.) -- 6/11/59 -= District of 
Columbia. 

HR 7690 -- Amend act of September 2, 1958, re exchange of lands between U. S. and 
the Navajo Tribe, to clarify intent of Congress re certain excepted rights. KING 
(D Utah) -- 6/11/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 7701 -- Provide a program for an Operation Bootstrap for American Indian in order 
to improve conditions among Indians on reservations and in other communities. 
BERRY (R S.D.) -- 6/12/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 7714 -- Define, regulate, and license television service contractors, service deal - 
ers, television technicians and television apprentices; protect public against abuse 
and fraud in installation, maintenance, repair, replacement, testing, inspection 
and modification of television and radio-television receiving apparatus. FOLEY 
(D Md.) -- 6/12/59 -- District of Columbia. 


Bills - 3 
JUDICIAL PROCEDURES 
SENATE 


S 2166 -- Refer to the U. S. Court of Claims certain matters re the War Production 
Board Limitation Order L-208. CASE (R S. D.) -- 6/12/59 -- Judiciary. 


HOUSE 


HR 7705 -- Amend chapter 27 of title 35 of U. S.C. re rights of the U.S. in certain 
patents arising out of research and development contracts with the U.S. Mc- 
DOWELL (D Del.) -- 6/12/59 -- Judiciary. 

HR 7713 -- Amend title 28, U. S.C., re fees of U.S. marshals. ROGERS (D Colo.) 
-- 6/12/59 -- Judiciary. 


LANDS, PUBLIC WORKS, RESOURCES 
SENATE 


$ 2149 -- Include costs of relocation of building tenants and costs of demolition or 
removal of structures within definition of term "construction for the purpose of 
the Federal-aid highway laws. " HUMPHREY (D Minn.) -- 6/10/59 -- Public 
Works. 

S J Res 107 -- Express sense of the Congress re a sound national minerals policy, and 
direct Secretary of the Interior to take certain action in furtherance of such 
policy. MURRAY (D Mont.) -- 6/9/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S$ J Res 109 -- Authorize Secretary of Commerce to apportion the authorized amounts 
of highway funds for 1961 and 1962, and the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
limited interim highway trust fund revenue bonds maturing not later than June 
3, 1972. CASE (R S.D.) -- 6/12/59 -- Finance. 


HOUSE 


HR 7610 -- Validate certain extended oi] and gas leases. ASPINALL (D Colo. ) (by 
request) -- 6/8/59 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 7613 -- Amend Federal Power Act in certain respects. HARRIS (D Ark.) -- 6/8/59 
-- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7631 -- Amend act of July 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 492), entitled "An act to authorize 
Secretary of the Interior to cooperate with Federal and non-Federal agencies in 
prevention of waterfowl depredations, and for other purposes". REUSS (D Wis. ) 
-- 6/9/59 -- Banking and Currency. 

HR 7634 -- Authorize construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors for navigation, flood control. DAVIS (D Tenn.) -- 6/9/59 
-- Public Works. 

HR 7645 -- Provide for construction, alteration, and acquisition of public buildings 
of the Federal Government. JONES (D Ala.) -- 6/10/59 -- Public Works. 

HR 7644 -- Similar to HR 7645. WITHROW (R Wis.) -- 6/10/59. 

HR 7647 -- Similar to HR 7645. CRAMER (R Fla.) -- 6/10/59. 

HR 7654 -- Encourage prevention of air and water pollution by allowing cost of treat- 
ment works for abatement of air and stream pollution to be amortized at an 
accelerated rate for income tax purposes. OLIVER (D Maine) -- 6/10/59 -- Ways 
and Means. 

HR 7655 -- Amend Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, to strengthen and improve 
the national transportation system, insure the protection of public interest. 
STAGGERS (D W. Va.) -- 6/10/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7663 -- Similar to HR 7645. KLUCZYNSKI (D Ill.) -- 6/10/59. 

HR 7678 -- Facilitate transmission of electric power by the U. S. MOSS (D Calif. ) 

-- 6/11/59 -- interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7679 -- Similar to HR 7655. MOSS (D Colif.) -- 6/11/59. 

HR 7682 -- Create a Public Works Coordinator to promote long-range planning and 
coordination of public works. BLATNIK (D Minn.) -- 6/11/59 -- Public Works. 

HR 7685 -- Similar to HR 7655. RHODES (D Pa.) -- 6/11/59. 

HR 7702 -- Provide that Secretary of the Interior acquire certain real property situa- 
ted in Newport, R. |. , for national park purposes. FORAND (D R. I.) -- 6/12/59 
-- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 7708 -- Similar to HR 7655. MOULDER (D Mo.) -- 6/12/59. 

H J Res 425 -- Amend P. L. 49, 84th Congress, to authorize State of Texas to lease 
certain lands to city of Austin. THORNBERRY (D Texas) -- 6/10/59 -- Armed 
Services. 


POST OFFICE & CIVIL SERVICE. 
SENATE 
S 2155 -- Amend Civil Service Retirement Act, as amended, re beginning and termi- 
nating dates of annuities under that act. YARBOROUGH (D Texas) -- 6/10/59 
-- Post Office and Civil Service. 
S 2162 -- Provide a health benefits program for Government employees. JOHNSTON 
(D $.C.), Neuberger (D Ore.) -- 6/12/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 
HOUSE 


HR 7688 -- Amend act of July 27, 1956, re detention of mail for temporary periods 
in public interest. TOLL (D Pa.) -- 6/11/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 
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Bills - 4 


HR 7709 -- Similar to HR 7688. PUCINSKI (D Ill.) -- 6/12/59. 

HR 7711 -- Similar to HR 7688. DANIELS (D N. J.) -- 6/12/59. 

HR 7712 -- Provide a health benefits program for Government employees. MORRISON 
(D La.) -- 6/12/59 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

H Res 294 -- Provide for absence from duty by civilian officers and employees of the 
Government on certain days. MADDEN (D Ind.) ~- 6/10/59 -- Placed on 
Calendar. 


8. Taxes and Economic Policy 


BUSINESS & COMMERCE 
SENATE 


S 2139 -- Amend Small Business Investment Act of 1958. SALTONSTALL (R Mass. ) 
(by request) -- 6/9/59 -- Banking and Currency. 

S 2148 -- Amend title XI of Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to provide for 
deposit of funds in escrow with Secretary of Commerce, to provide for payment of 
insurance, in part, on basis of such deposits. ENGLE (D Calif.) -- 6/10/59 -- 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S 2151 -- Re distribution of automobiles in interstate commerce. MONRONEY (D 
Okla.) -- 6/10/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S Res 130 -- Express sense of Senate on exchange of mortgages held by Federal Na- 
tional Mortgage Association for Government bonds. CLARK (D Pa.), Douglas (D 
Ill.), Proxmire (D Wis. ), Byrd (D W. Va.), Williams (D N. J.), Muskie (D 
Maine), Monroney (D Okla. ), McNamara (D Mich.), Yarborough (D Texas), 
McCarthy (D Minn. ), Gruening (D Alaska), Carroll (D Colo.), Humphrey (D 
Minn. ) -- 6/8/59 -- Banking and Currency. 


HOUSE 


HR 7616 -- Amend Merchant Marine Act, 1936, to except certain voyages from re- 
striction on payment of operating-differential subsidy for vessels engaged in coast- 
wise or intercoastal trade. KILBURN (R N.Y.) -- 6/8/59 -- Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

HR 7623 -- Amend Elkins Act, as amended, to prohibit expressly rebates to oil pipe- 
line shipper-owners by payment of dividends. CELLER (D N. Y.) -- 6/9/59 -- 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7633 -- Amend act requiring certain common carriers by railroad to make reports 
on Interstate Commerce Commission re certain accidents in order to clarify re- 
quirements of such act. STAGGERS (D W. Va.) -- 6/9/59 -- Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

HR 7643 -- Amend section 610 of Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938 to prohibit serving of 
alcoholic beverages to airline passengers while in flight. BUDGE (R Idaho) -- 
6/10/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7666 -- Amend the Communications Act of 1934, re community antenna television 
systems. THOMSON (R Wyo.) -- 6/10/59 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 7667 -- Amend sections 318 and 319 of Communications Act of 1934 to facilitate 
construction and operation of stations engaged solely in rebroadcasting signals of 
broadcasting stations. THOMSON (R Wyo.) -- 6/10/59 -- Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


HR 7691 -- Amend Small Business Investment Act of 1958. MOORE (R W. Va.) -- 
6/11/59 -- Banking and Currency. 

HR 7704 -- Provide a program of tax adjustment for small busi and for persons en- 
gaged in small business. McDOWELL (D Del.) -- 6/12/59 -- Ways and Means. 








TAXES & TARIFFS 
HOUSE 


HR 7614 -- Amend section 170(b) (1) of Internal Revenue Code of 1954 re certain 
charitable contributions to libraries. HOLT (R Calif.) -- 6/8/59 -- Ways and 
Means. 

HR 7617 -~ Repeal tax on transportation of persons. SLACK (D W. Va.) -- 6/8/59 -- 
Ways and Means. 

HR 7625 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide an exemption from the 
communications and transportation taxes for amounts paid by churches, church 
organizations, and church-owned institutions. HARRISON (D Va.) -- 6/9/59 
-- Ways and Means. 

HR 7651 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code to assist smal! and independent business. 
LAFORE (R Pa.) -- 6/10/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7671 -~ Equalize taxation of insurance companies (other than life insurance com- 
panies) and provide revenue. BOGGS (D La.) -- 6/11/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7672 -- Similar to HR 7671. BAKER (R Tenn.) -- 6/11/59. 

HR 7673 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to exclude from gross income 
amounts paid by the U.S. to certain nonresident alien employees or their bene- 
ficiaries. BENTLEY (R Mich.) -- 6/11/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7675 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 re size requirements which a 
corporation must meet in order to qualify to make special election as to taxable 
status which is permitted small business corporations, and permit a corporation 
to make such election annually at close of its taxable year. GEORGE (D Kan.) 
-- 6/11/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7684 -- Provide for temporary suspension of duties on certain types of limestone. 
GREEN (D Pa.) -- 6/11/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7693 -- Amend I>ternal Revenue Code of 1954 to repeal tax on toilet preparctions. 
HARMON (0D Ind.) -- 6/11/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7703 -- Liberalize tariff laws for works of art and other exhibition material. 
LAFORE (R Pa.) -- 6/12/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7704 -- Provide a program of tax adjustment for small business and for persons en- 
gaged in small business. McDOWELL (D Del.) -- 6/12/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7706 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide further incentive for 
assistance to small business concerns by small business investment companies 
operating under Small Business Investment Act of 1958. McDOWELL (D Del.) 
-- 6/12/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7707 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide an exclusion from in- 
come in the case of amounts withheld from retired pay of members of the uni- 
formed services pursuant to chapter 73 of title 10 U.S.C. MILLER, C. W. 

(D Calif.) -~ 6/12/59 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 7751 -- Provide that several States not impose taxes re income derived from 
certain interstate activities. KOWALSKI (D Conn.) -- 6/12/59 -- Ways 
and Means. 




















STATUS OF APPROPRIATIONS, 86th CONGRESS, Ist SESSION 
HOUSE SENATE 
Agency Requested Committee Passed Committee Passed Final 

Agriculture (HR 7175) $ 4,081,364,863 $ 3,939,165,498 $ 3,939,165,498 $3,975,505,148 $ 3,975,775,148 $ 
Commerce (HR 7349) 732,191,000 674,687,300 675,297,300 715,328,500 715,328,500 
Defense (HR 7454) 39,248,200,000 38,848,339,000 38,848,339,000 
District of Columbia (HR 5676) 

Federal payment 34,218,000 27,218,000 27,218,000 29,218,000 29,351,000 

District payment (245,990,000) (237,186,112) (237,186,112) (241,569,402) (241,702,402) 
Executive Offices (HR 7176) 13,608,500 13,338,500 13,338,500 
Independent Offices (HR 7040) 6,584,188,000 6,438,839,800 6,457 ,657,800 
Interior (HR 5915) 487,675,400 468,106,800 468,106,800 478,785,025 478,785,025 472,717,160 
|_abor-HEW (HR 6769) 3,756,848,581 3,915,084,181 3,915,084,181 
Legislative (HR 7453) 105,460,005 100,279,350 100,279,350 128,797,500 128,797,500 
Public Works (HR 7509) 1,176,677,000 1,176,677,000 1,177,177,000 
State-Justice-Judiciary (HR 7343) 682,387,600 649,896,700 651,896,700 
Treasury-Post Office (HR 5805) 4,688,327,000 4,628,097,000 4,628,097,000  4,663,158,600 4,664,027,000 4,643,363,000 
Mutual Security 
Second Supplemental, 1959 (HR 5916) 2,900,799,370 2,479,522,494 2,657,402,994 2,820,040,054 2,843,902,805 2,764,500,380 
Special Funds* 8,775,166,000 8,775,166,000 8,775,166,000 8,775,166,000 
* Permanent appropriations to the Treasury, $8 billion of which was to make interest payments on the national debt. 
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CQ Senate Votes 78 through 82. 


(No Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Numbers.) 


Senate Voting on Two-Year Extension of Federal Airport Act 


And on Shipping Subsidy Amendments to Commerce Bill 


78 


79. 


80. 


. S1. Extension of the Federal Airport Construction Act, 
authorizing $63 million in annual matching grants for air- 
port construction projects during fiscal 1960 and 1961, Dirksen 
(R Ill.) amendment to limit Federal participation in the con- 
struction of airport buildings to those portions that would 
house air safety facilities. Rejected 27-54 (D 2-51; R 25-3), 
June 15, 1959. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting the Presi- 
dent’s position. (See story p. 815) 


S 1. Passage of the bill, Passed 71-11 (D 54-0; R 17-11), 
June 15, 1959. The President did not take a position on the 
bill, 


Hi. 7349, Appropriate $715,328,500 for the Department of 
Commerce and related agencies in fiscal 1960. Williams 
(R Del.) amendment to reduce to 2,265 -- from the proposed 


2,600 -- the number of ship voyages for which the Federal 
Maritime Board can contract to pay ship operating subsidies. 
Rejected 23-42 (D 6-37; R 17-5), June 17, 1959. A ‘‘yea” 
was a vote supporting the President’s position. (See story 





p. 821) 
81. 


HR 7349, Committee amendment increasing to 2,600 -- from 


the House-approved 2,040 -- the number of subsidized voyages. 
Agreed to 43-22 (D 38-5; R 5-17), June 17, 1959. A ‘‘nay’”’ 
was a vote supporting the President’s position. 


82, 


HR 7349. Douglas (D Ill.) amendment to delete $1,250,000 


for payment to shipowners for the cost of designing two 


superliners, 


1959. 
position, 


(For more Senate Votes, see p. 850) 










































































Rejected 20-42 (D 5-35; R 15-7), June 17, 
A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting the President’s 
(For vote on passage of the bill, see p. 850) 


























TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. | 78 | 79 | 80 | 81 | 82 | VoteNo. | 78 | 79 | 80 | 81 | 82 | VoteNo. | 78 | 79 | 80 | 81 | 82 
Yea 27 | 7 | 2 | 43 | 2 Yee 2 | 54 6 | 38 5 Yea si Wl WwW 5 | 15 
Nay 54 | 11 | 42 | 22 | 42 Noy 51 0 | 37 5 | 35 Ney 3/7 on 5 | 17 7 
- KEY - 
78 79 80 81 82 78 7980 81 82 78 79 80 81 82 Y Record Vote For (yea). 
Y oo CQ Poll F 
or, ‘oll For. 
ALABAMA 1OWA NEVADA N Record Vote Against (nay). 
Hill t : = Hickenlooper Y N ? ? ?] Bible ee =o eS ¥ X Paired Against. 
Sparkman - = § « Martin 7 tt 3 Cannon - + NYN ° Announced Against, CQ Poll Against. 
ALASKA KANSAS NEW HAMPSHIRE ‘jaa 
— 4 y _ y ’ Carlson 2 4 3 ; \ Bridges Y NN? ? : 
vening Schoeppel Cott 7 ee 
ARIZONA KENTUCKY NEW JERSEY 7 78 79 80 81 82 
Hayden “YY MY OS Cooper Y ¥ 2? 2 2] Gites NY N Y N 
Goldwater , TTS F Morton Tue Case Y NY NN 
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA NEW MEXICO SOUTH DAKOTA 
Fulbright N Y - ¢ -|  Ellender NY NYN one NY NY NI Case YYYNY 
McClellan + ¢ - ¢ ?] Leong - * - # -| Chavez N Y - ¢ -| _Mundt Y ¥ Foy 
CALIFORNIA MAINE NEW YORK TENNESSEE 
Engle N Y N Y N| Muskie N ¥ NY NI Javits t t+ Y N N| Gore NY NY 
Kuchel Y Y N Y NI Smith Y NN Y Y] Keating YN YN Y| _Kefauver NY = ¢ 
COLORADO MARYLAND NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 
Carroll NY X v =| Beall ? 2 2? Y NI Epvin N Y N Y N|_ Johnson NY NY N 
Allott i a ae ee Butler N Y ? ? ?] Jordan NY NYN Yarborough N Y N Y N 
CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
Dodd N Y N Y Ni Kennedy N Y N Y NI Langer YY 2.2 2| Moss NY ? ? ? 
Bush Y N Y N Y1_ Saltonstall Y NN Y NI] Young N Y 2? 2? ?| . Bennett Vv Fe? o F 
DELAWARE MICHIGAN OHIO VERMONT 
Frear NY ¥ X V|_ Hart N Y N Y NI Lausche NY YN Y| Aiken Y v-eaeey 
Williams Tut 2 FE McNamara N Y N Y N Young YYYYN Prouty TY Fn 
FLORIDA MINNESOTA OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Holland N Y N YN] Humphrey - + X v XI! Kerr NY NY NI Byrd NY VX Vv 
Smathers N Y - Vv =| McCarthy N Y N Y NI Menroney Were td < Robertson - ¢t NY ? 
GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI OREGON WASHINGTON 
Russell - Y ? ? ?]| Eastland N Y N Y NI Morse N Y N Y_ N{|_ Jackson NY NY N 
Talmadge N Y N Y N|_ Stennis N Y N Y NI] Neuberger N Y NY. -| Magnuson NY NY N 
IDAHO. MISSOURI PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Church N Y Y N NI Hennings NY NY NI Clark NY Y N NI Byrd NY NY N 
ILLINOIS MONTANA RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Douglas - ¢ Y N Y| Mansfield N Y N Y NI Green NY X ¢ -| Proxmire NY vv X v 
Dirksen Y N Y N YY] Murray N Y - ¢ X!]_ Pastore NY NY NI Wiley Y Vice Pu? 
INDIANA NEBRASKA SOUTH CAROLINA WYOMING 
Hartke N Y N Y Nl Curtis ? ? Y N YI Johnston NY NYN McGee N Y N Y N 
Capehart Y Y N Y N| dAruska Y Y Y N YI Thurmond YYYNY O'Mahoney Mm Yue D = 
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ding to C 





CQ Ilouse Votes 37 through 39. 


House, on 189-177 Roll Call, Passes Bill to Cut Wheat Production, 


Approves Creation of Coal Research and Development Commission 


| Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 78, 79, 81.) 


37. HR 7246, A bill to provide a new wheat programfor the 1960 
and 1961 crops. 


Belcher (R Okla.) motion to recommit the 


measure with instructions to substitute a permanent program 
that would, in general, retain the current program but repeal 
the 15-acre exemption from controls, eliminate the 30-acre 
limitation for wheat grown for on-the-farmuse, and permit all 
wheat farmers to vote in a referendum, Rejected 141-224 
(D 28-211; R 113-13), June 12, 1959. The President did not 
take a position on the motion. (See story p. 818) 


39, 





38. HR 7246, Passage of the bill offering wheat growers achoice 


between reduced acreage with high support prices or un- 
limited production and low supports, Passed189-177 (D 177- 
63; R 12-114), June 12, 1959. A‘‘nay’’ was a vote supporting 
the President’s position. 


HR 6596. A bill to create an independent Coal Research and 
Development Commission. Passed 251-54 (D 193-10; R 58- 
44), June 12, 1959, The President did ‘not take a position on 
the bill (See story p. 821) 
















































































TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. 37 | 38 | 39 Vote No 37 | 38 | 39 Vote No 37 | 38 | 39 
Yea 141 189 | 251 Yea 28 | 177 | 193 Yea 113 12 58 
Nay 224 | 177 54 Nay 211 63 10 Nay 13 | 114 44 
37 38 39 37 383 37 38 39 
ee - KEY - 
ALABAMA 25 Kasem NY Y IDAHO 
> Anbows x J ? 17 King NYY 1 Pfost NYY ao 
1 Boykin NY ? 26 Roosevelt NY Y 2 Budge YN? eo 
7 Elliott NY Y 21 Hiestand Y NN ILLINOIS eee” 
2 Gra Nyy | denon Y NN | "asltlay wy | tMeetoin en 
9 Huddleston NY Y 18 Hosmer Y NN 21 Mack NY Y fp 
8 Jones MY Y 16 Jackson ¥ «9 24 Price wy ¥ 2 Absent rie Pair “Presen "Did 
5 Rains mY Y 24 Lipscomb Y NN 23 Shipley NY Y ’ naa 
4 Roberts my YY 15 McDonough Y NN 16 Allen Y NN ; 
6 Selden N Y Y 20 Smith Y NN 17 Arends Y Nw? 
ALASKA COLORADO 19 Chiperfield ¥= 
AL Rivers NY Y 4 Aspinall N Y Y 14 Hoffman YY wr 37 3839 
ARIZONA 2 Johnson NY Y 15 Mason Y NN 
2 Udall NY Y 1 Rogers NY Y 18 Michel Y NN 
1 Rhodes Y NN 3 Chenoweth + TF 20 Simpson YN Y — 
ARKANSAS CONNECTICUT 22 Springer YY Y 4 Carter NYY 
5 Alford Xx JV ? 2 Bowles uM ¥ ¥ Chicago-Cook County 6 Coad N Y N 
1 Gathings X V2 1 Daddario YM. 12 Boyle YNY 5 Smith NY Y 
4 Harris a fe 3 Giaimo  & 3 1 Dawson a ¥Y 9 2 Wolf x ris 
2 Mills uw ¥-¥ 4 Irwin NN ? 5 Kluezynski wey 9 3 Gross N Y N 
6 Norrell HY ¥ AL Kowalski NN Y 7 Libonati ny 8 Hoeven Y NN 
3 Trimble NY Y 5 Monagan NN ? 3 Murphy NN Y 7 Jensen Y wey 
CALIFORNIA DELAWARE 6 O’Brien NY Y 1 Schwengel Y Vv 
7 Cohelan a J AL McDowell NY ? 2 O’Hara NY Y KANSAS 
14 Hagen ¥ wey FLORIDA 11 Pucinski NN Y 5 Breeding NY ? 
2 Johnson NY Y 2 Bennett NY Y 8 Rostenkowski N N Y 2 George NY Y 
11 McFall NY Y 4 Fascell NY Y 9 Yates NN ? 3 Hargis NY Y 
1 Miller (C.W.) NY Y 7 Haley NN Y 13 Church Y wy 1 Avery v= 
8 Miller (G.P.) XV # 5 Herlong NN ? 10 Collier YN Y 4 Rees YNY 
3 Moss NY Y 8 Matthews NY Y 4 Derwinski Y NWN 6 Smith N Y N 
29 Saund ee Mae 6 Rogers NN Y INDIANA KENTUCKY 
5 Shelley KX fie 3 Sikes N Y N 11 Barr / %& 9 3 Burke NY Y 
27 Sheppard x Jv ? 1 Cramer VX ? 3 Brademas wy Y¥Y ¥ 4 Chelf NY Y 
12 Sisk mY F GEORGIA 8 Denton lh ae 2 Natcher NY Y 
6 Baldwin Tuy 8 Blitch NY Y 10 Harmon x J? 7 Perkins NY Y 
10 Gubser Jf &-9 10 Brown NY Y 9 Hogan NY Y 5 Spence NY Y 
4 Mailliard Jv X ? 5 Davis N Y ? 1 Madden NY Y 1 Stubblefield NY Y 
13 Teague Y NWN 4 Flynt 7 3 5 Roush i ae f 6 Watts NY Y 
28 Utt Jv X ? 3 Forrester a ¥ ¥ 6 Wampler NY Y 8 Siler YNY 
30 Wilson Y NN 9 Landrum uw Y -F 4 Adair Y NN LOUISIANA 
9 Younger Y N ? 7 Mitchell NY Y 7 Bray NN Y 2 Boggs NY Y 
Los Angeles County 2 Pilcher Xx Jv ? 2 Halleck Y NN 4 Brooks NY Y 
le NY ¥ 1 Preston x J 9 1 Hebert NY ? 
19 Holifield NY Y 6 Vinson NY Y 8 McSween y. 4% 
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CQ House Votes 37 through 39. 




















ding to Congr | Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 78, 79, 81.) 
37 38 39 37 3839 37 38 39 37 38 39 
6 Morrison NY ? NEBRASKA 7 Lennon NY Y 6 McMillan N Y N 
5 Passman NY Y 3 Brock N Y N 5 Scott x J ? 2 Riley xv‘? 
7 Thompson Xx Y ? 4 McGinley , 2 9 11 Whitener NY Y 1 Rivers xXx J ? 
3 Willis ri 9 2 Cunningham Y NWN 10 Jonas N NN orn DAKOTA 
MAINE 1 Weaver N Y N NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGovern NY Y 
2 Coffin N N ? NEVADA AL Burdick NY Y 2 Berry ¥ ¥it 
1 Oliver NY Y AL Baring VX ? AL Short Y Y N TENNESSEE 
3 Mclntire YN Y NEW HAMPSHIRE OHIO 6 Bass N Y Y 
MARYLAND 2 Bass Y N ? 9 Ashley NN Y 9 Davis NY Y 
2 Brewster YNY 1 Merrow YN ? 11 Cook NY ? 8 Everett NY Y 
4 Fallon NN ? NEW JERSEY 20 Feighan NN Y 4 Evins N Y ? 
6 Foley NY Y 11 Addonizio YN Y 18 Hays ee Me 3 Frazier MY F 
7 Friedel NNY 14 Daniels YNY 19 Kirwan NN ? 5 Loser NY Y 
3 Garmatz NN Y 13 Gallagher YN Y 17 Levering NY Y 7 Murray N Y Y 
1 Johnson NN Y 10 Rodino YN Y 10 Moeller Xx X ? 2 Baker YN Y 
5 Lankford NN Y 4 Thompson Y MY 6 Vacancy 1 Reece YN 9 
MASSACHUSETTS 3 Auchincloss Y NN 21 Vanik NN Y TEXAS 
2 Boland NN Y 1 Cabill / 2? ? 14 Ayres YN ? 3 Beckworth wy YY 
13 Burke NN Y 8 Canfield sn ? 13 Baumbart YN Y 2 Brooks NY Y 
4 Donohue NN Y 6 Dwyer Y NN 8 Betts YNY 17 Burleson N Y N 
7 Lane NN Y 5 Frelinghuysen / X ? 22 Bolton YNY 22 Casey N Y N 
8 Macdonald YN ? 2 Glenn Yu? 16 Bow Ya Y 7 Dowdy N Y N 
12. McCormack NY Y 9 Osmers YNY 7 Brown YN Y 21 Fisher ue YY F¥ 
11 O'Neill NN ? 12 Wallbauser YN Y 12 Devine Y NN 13 Ikard N Y Y 
3 Philbin NN Y 7 Widnall J x ? 15 Henderson Yu Y 20 Kilday MY ¥ 
6 Bates YN ? NEW MEXICO 2 Hess Y NN 15 Kilgore a. 
1 Conte Y NN AL Montoya NY Y 5 Latta NN Y 19 Mahon mY ¥ 
10 Curtis Y NN AL Morris ae 4 McCulloch YN Y 1 Patman a ae 
9 Keith Y NN NEW YORK 23 Minshall Y N ? 11 Poage N Y Y 
14 Martin YNY 41 Dulski NN Y 3 Schenck Yu y¥ 4 Rayburn 
5 Rogers JS x 9 30 O’Brien ¥ 7 2 1 Scherer J & 18 Rogers N Y N 
MICHIGAN 32 Stratton Yu ¥ OKLAHOMA 16 Rutherford NY Y 
7 O'Hara NY Y 27 Barry YN Y 3 Albert N Y Y 6 Teague my 
12 Bennett YY ? 3 Becker J & 9 2 Edmondson NY Y 8 Thomas u¥ ¥ 
8 Bentley Y NN 2 Derounian J xX ? 5 Jarman YY Y 9 Thompson NY Y 
18 Broomfield Y NN 26 Dooley YT wY 6 Morris NY Y 10 Thornberry NY Y 
10 Cederberg YN ? 33 Kilburn Y NWN 4 Steed NY Y 12 Wright e+ wv ? 
6 Chamberlain YN Y 40 Miller = 2 1 Belcher YN ? " Young N Y Y 
5 Ford YN Y 39 Ostertag 77? OREGON 5 Alger , a ee 
9 Griffin YN Y 42 Pillion Y NN 3 Green i a UTAH 
4 Hoffman J x 2? 34 Pirnie J = 2 4 Porter NY Y 2 King MY YY 
3 Jobansen Y NN 43 Goodell Yu? 2 Ullman NY Y 1 Dixon YN Y 
11 Knox Y NN 35 Riehlman Yu? 1 Norblad Y N ? VERMONT 
2 Meader J xX ? 37 Robison Y NN PENNSYLVANIA AL Meyer NN Y 
Detroit-Wayne County 28 St. George JS &. 2 25 Clark NN ? VIRGINIA 
13 Diggs NY Y 36 Taber Y NWN 21 Dent NN Y 4 Abbitt NN Y 
15 Dingell NY Y 31 Taylor 7 Xx 7 11 Flood ny ¥ 1 Downing NN Y 
17 Griffiths NY Y 1 Wainwright J 2 9 30 Holland NY Y 3 Gary NN Y 
16 Lesinski NY Y 38 Weis 7s 9 28 Moorhead NY ? 2 Hardy we 7 
1 Machrowicz N Y ? 29 Wharton Y NWN 26 Morgan NY Y 7 Harrison NN Y 
14 Rabaut x J ? New York City 10 Prokop NY Y 9 Jennings i ae fi 
MINNESOTA 8 Anfuso x J. 2 19 Quigley NN Y 8 Smith NN ? 
8 Blatnik NY ? 24 Buckley x wv 14 Rhodes NN Y 5 Tuck NN ? 
4 Karth NY Y 11 Celler x wv 2 15 Walter YN ? 10 Broybill YN ? 
6 Marshall NY Y 7 Delaney YN Y 17 Bush YN Y 6 Poff YN Y 
3 Wier NY Y 23 Dollinger 7, =e 29 Corbett NN Y WASHINGTON 
7 Andersen NY Y 19 Farbstein x wv 9 8 Curtin NN Y 7 Magnuson N Y ? 
1 Quie YNY 22 Healey sx 2 9 Dague YN Y 5 Horan Y 
5 Judd Y NN 6 Holtzman YN Y 12 Fenton : a Be 3 Mack Y NWN 
9 Langen NY Y 10 Kelly Jk 2 27 Fulton NN Y 4 May yz 
2 Nelsen YN Y 9 Keogh x wv 2 23 Gavin YN Y 1 Pelly i = 
MISSISSIPPI 13 Multer zw? 24 Kearns a a 6 Tollefson JX ? 
1 Abernethy NY Y 16 Powell yh. ¥ 13 Lafore YN Y 2 Westland YN ? 
6 Colmer NYY 14 Rooney YM: ¥ 7 Milliken YNY WEST VIRGINIA 
3 Smith NY Y 18 Santangelo xvJv? 16 Mumma Y NWN 3 Bailey woe F 
2 Whitten x J ? 20 Teller sy 2 22 Saylor NN Y 4 Hechler NN Y 
4 Williams x J 9 21 Zelenko yw? po Simpson YN Y 5 Kee wo 
5 Winstead NY Y 5 Bosch JX ? Van Zandt YN Y 6 Slack a 
MISSOURI 12 Dorn Y NN Philedelphic 2 Staggers N Y Y 
5 Bolling ? 2? ? 25 Fino J =e 1 Barrett YN ? 1 Moore JX ? 
7 Brown NY Y 4 Halpern Y bY 3 Byrne Y NY WISCONSIN 
9 Cannon NY Y 17 Lindsay YN ? 2 Granahan YY Y 1 Flynn ey ¥ 
8 Carnahan NY Y 15 Ray Y NN 5 Green YN ? 9 Johnson NY Y 
4 Randall NY Y NORTH CAROLINA 4 Nix YN ? 2 Kastenmeier nY¥Y Vv 
6 Hull NY Y 9 Alexander we. 2 6 Toll a a 5 Reuss . . = 
10 Jones N YN 3 Barden xv? RHODE ISLAND 4 Zablocki Y Y N 
1 Karsten NY Y 1 Bonner wy Ff ogarty NN ? 8 Byrnes Tw? 
11 Moulder NY Y 4 Cooley NY Y 1 Forand NN Y 7 Laird Y N ? 
3 Sullivan NY Y 6 Durhem wy Y SOUTH CAROLINA 10 O’Konski NY Y 
2 Curtis J x 2 Fountain NY Y 4 Ashmore N Y ? 6 Van Pelt Y NN 
MONTANA 12 Hall NY 3 Dorn » ae. ed 3 Withrow 7°? 9 
2 Anderson NY Y 8 Kitchin N Y ? 5 Hemphill NY Y WYOMING 
1 Metcalf NY Y AL Thomson Tw 
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CQ Hlouse Votes 40 through 42. 


ding to C | Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 84, 91, 92.) 





r ad 


40. H Res 293. An open rule providing for consideration of 


HR 7500, the Mutual Security Act of 1959, Agreed to 278-93 
(D 186-52; R 92-41), June 15, 1959. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote 
supporting the President’s position. (See story p. 819 and 













House, on 202-214 Roll Call, Rejects Wheat Conference Report, 
Approves $3.5 Billion Mutual Security Authorization, 271-142 


560). Rejected 202-214 (D 195-71; R 7-143), June 18, 1959, 
A ‘‘nay’’ was a vote supporting the President’s position, 
(See story p. 818. For earlier votes, see preceding chart.) 

















































































































Roll Call 42, below) 42. HR 7500. Mutual Security Act of 1959 authorizing $3,542,- 
600,000 in fiscal 1960 funds. Passed 271-142 (D 182-83; 
41. S 1968. A bill to provide a new wheat program for the 1960 R 89-59), June 18, 1959. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting 
and 1961 crops. Adoption of the conference report (H Rept the President position. (See story p. 819) 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. 40 41 42 Vote No. 40 41 42 Vote No. 40 41 42 
Yea 278 | 202| 271 Yea 186 | 195] 182 Yea 92 7 89 
Nay 93 | 214 142 Nay 52 71 83 Nay 4] 143 59 
40 41 42 40 41 42 40 41 42 
- KEY - 
ALABAMA 25 Kasem ¥ 3 2 IDAHO 
3 Andrews 2 YN 17 King YY Y 1 Pfost Y YN bo laa 
1 Boykin Jf 7? 26 Roosevelt ¥ v¥ 2 Budge 2? NN : petit CQ Poll For 
7 Elliott YY Y 21 Hiestand N NN ILLINOIS N Record Vote Against (nay) . 
2 Grant NY N 22 Holt N NN 25 Gray ¥Y Y N X Paid Agsinet, 
9 Huddleston ee i 18 Hosmer Yu y 21 Mack YY v — Announced Against, CQ Poll Against. 
8 Jones rc¥ ¥ 16 Jackson ? N Y 24 Price ¥ ¥ * ? Absent, General Pair, “Present,” Did 
5 Rains a 3 24 Lipscomb NN N 23 Shipley Y Y N aaah 
4 Roberts 7 ¥ ¥ 15 McDonough N NN 16 Allen Y NN ‘ 
6 Seiden ¥ ¥ ¥ 20 Smith N NN 17 Arends 7 NY 
ALASKA COLORADO 19 Chiperfield YNY 
AL Rivers . Fy ¥ 4 Aspinall vy ¥ 14 Hoffman NN N 40 41 42 
ARIZONA 2 Johnson Y¥ ¥.¥ 15 Mason NNN 
2 Udall +2 ¥ 1 Rogers ye ¥ 18 Michel NN X 
1 Rhodes NNN 3 Chenoweth YT MY 20 Simpson Y NN OWA 
ARKANSAS CONNECTICUT 22 Springer YNY 4 Carter YY Y 
5 Alford N Y N 2 Bowles + ¥ ¥ Chicago-Cook County 6 Coad a 
1 Gathings 7 vm 1 Daddario YN Y 12 Boyle BY 5 Smith Yn Y¥ 
4 Harris N Y N 3 Giaimo YN Y 1 Dawson “2 © 2 Wolf Y ¥ ¥ 
2 Mills * ¥ ¥ 4 Irwin YN Y¥ 5 Kluczynski 7 se 3 Gross N NN 
6 Norrell NY N AL Kowalski YN Y 7 Libonati ¥Y ¥ ¥ 8 Hoeven Y NN 
3 Trimble * = T agan ¥ wY¥Y 3 Murphy YN Y 7 Jensen Y NWN 
CALIFORNIA DELAWARE 6 O'Brien : a ee 1 Schwengel vu 
7 Cohelan 27vV AL McDowell ¥.¥ ¥ 2 O'Hara vy ¥ KANSAS 
14 Hagen Y X ? FLORIDA 11 Pucinski ¥ DY 5 Breeding Y MY 
2 Johnson YY Y 2 Bennett Y ¥.¥ 8 Rostenkowski ? X ? 2 George 7 % 
11 McFall yvy 4 Fascell : a 9 Yates YY 3 Hargis Y YN 
1 Miller (C.W.) YY Y 7 Haley N NN 13 Church Y NN I Avery Y FF 
8 Miller (G.P.) ?Y Y 5 Herlong YYVJ 10 Collier NNN 4 Rees N NWN 
3 Moss YY Y 8 Matthews 7. v..¥ 4 Derwinski N NN 6 Smith NNN 
29 Saund . ¥ 6 Rogers = = INDIANA KENTUCKY 
5 Shelley o.% ¥ 3 Sikes N Y N 11 Barr NNN 3 Burke YY - ¥ 
27 Sheppard N ? Y 1 Cramer ¥ & 3 Brademas YY yY 4 Chelf Y YN 
12 Sisk YYyY GEORGIA 8 Denton Y YN 2 Natcher ¥ Tv Y 
6 Baldwin vv + 8 Blitch N JV X 10 Harmon Y YN 7 Perkins 7... % 
10 Gubser YNY 10 Brown N Y N 9 Hogan Y Y N 5 Spence YT 7 .% 
4 Mailliard ?NY 5 Davis N Y N 1 Madden YY Y 1 Stubblefield Y ¥ ¥ 
13 Teague YN Y 4 Flynt N Y N 5 Roush YY ¥ W 6 Watts 7, ¥.¥ 
28 Utt X NWN 3 Forrester N Y N 6 Wampler Y YN 8 Siler N NN 
30 — Y Xv 9 Landrum N Y N 4 Adair N NWN LOUISIANA 
9 Yo vy 7 Mitchell Y Y N 7 Bray ? NN 2 Boggs ¥ v.¥ 
~~ ane Ceuny 2 Pilcher N Y N 2 Halleck YNY 4 Brooks N YN 
YyYy 1 Preston +s 1 Hebert ee ae 
9 He Wield YY Y 6 Vinson ¥ ¥ ¥ 8 McSween N Y N 
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CQ House Vetes 40 through 42. 




















g to C | Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 84, 91, 92.) 
40 41 42 40 41 42 40 41 42 40 41 42 
6 Morrison ?°Y ? yo 7 Lennon v.¥.e 6 McMillan N Y N 
5 Passman N Y N 3 Broc! vY T'S 5 Scott ? Y N 5 Riley N Y N 
7 Thompson ?YN 4 Metinley Y ¥ Ww 11 Whitener N Y N 1 Rivers ? YN 
3 Willis 2/7 F 2 Cunningham Y NN 10 Jonas Y NN SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE 1 Weaver N Y N NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGovern PM: 
2 Coffin YY NEVADA AL Burdick YN Y 2 Berry N Y N 
1 Oliver : a as AL Baring xX NN AL Short N Y N TENNESSEE 
3 Mclntire Y NN NEW HAMPSHIRE OHIO 6 Bass Y YN 
MARYLAND 2 Bass YNY 9 Ashley ? NY 9 Davis . y+ 
2 Brewster YNY 1 Merrow YnuyY 11 Cook . ¥ FF 8 Everett N Y N 
4 Fallon YN Y NEW JERSEY 20 Feighan NN Y 4 Evins a. oe 
6 Foley ae a 11 Addonizio YNY 18 Hays ts did 3 Frazier . 3 9 
7 Friedel YNY 14 Daniels YNY 19 Kirwan NN Y 5 Loser ve & 
3 Garmatz YNY 13 Gallagher YNY 17 Levering NN Y 7 Murray N Y N 
1 Johnson YNY 10 Rodino 7, wy 10 Moeller ? NN 2 Baker 7 un Y 
5 Lankford 2NY 4 Thompson Yury 6 Vacancy 1 Reece N NN 
MASSACHUSETTS 3 Auchincloss Y N Y 21 Vanik ?NY TEXAS 
2 Boland YNY 1 Cabill YN Y 14 Ayres YN Y 3 Beckworth _ ae 
13 Burke YNY 8 Canfield x > 13 Baumbart . wey 2 Brooks > 2 
4 Donohue YNY 6 Dwyer YNY 8 Betts xX N N 17 Burleson Ye 
7 Lane YN Y 5 Frelinghuysen 2? N Y 22 Bolton Y uw ¥ 22 Casey N Y N 
8 Macdonald YX ? 2 Glenn YNY 16 Bow N N N 7 Dowdy N Y N 
12 McCormack a ae 9 Osmers YNY 7 Brown NNN 21 Fisher aS... 
11 O'Neill YNY 12 Wallbauser YNY 12 Devine N NWN 13 Ikard YY Y 
3 Philbin YN Y 7 Widnall YNY 15 Henderson N NN 20 Kilday a a 
6 Bates YNY NEW MEXICO 2 Hess Y ww Y 15 Kilgore N Y N 
1 Conte YNY AL Montoya ¥ ¥ ¥ 5 Latta Y NN 19 Mahon Tv YF 
10 Curtis YN Y AL Morris N Y N 4 McCulloch NNN 1 Patman a Ok 
9 Keith YNY NEW YORK 23 Minsball N NN 11 Poage Y Y N 
14 Martin YN Y 41 Dulski YN Y ; Schenck YN Y 4 Rayburn 
5 Rogers YNY 30 O’Brien YNY Scherer NNN 18 Rogers N Y N 
MICHIGAN 32 Stratton ¥uaY OKLAHOMA 16 Rutherford N Y N 
7 O'Hara ie a 27 Barry YNY 3 Albert yy 6 Teague Te 
12 Bennett N NN 3 Becker ¥ “ F 2 Edmondson 73 < 8 Thomas N Y N 
8 Bentley N NN 2 Derounian Te FT 5 Jarman * ¥ 2 9 Thompson . 
18 Broomfield YNY 26 Dooley YNY 6 Morris N NN 10 Thornberry ¥ v ¥ 
10 Cederberg NNN 33 Kilburn YN Y 4 Steed N Y N 12 Wright a oe i 
6 Chamberlain YN Y 40 Miller Yu YT 1 Belcher ¥ x % " Young NY N 
5 Ford YN Y 39 Ostertag a a OREGON 5 Alger NNN 
9 Griffin YN Y 42 Pillion Yu ¥ Green ¥ ¥ ¥ UTAH 
4 Hoffman N NN 34 Pirnie ?NY 4 Porter 7. © 2 King Y ¥ 7 
3 Johansen X NN 43 Goodell YNY 2 Ullman | ae Oa 1 Dixon Y @ 
11 Knox NNN 35 Rieblman ?NY 1 Norblad ¥ MY VERMONT 
2 Meader YNY 37 Robison YNY PENNSYLVANIA AL Meyer YNY 
Detroit-Wayne County 28 St, George YN Y 25 Clark YN Y VIRGINIA 
13 Diggs ?Y Y 36 Taber NN Y 21 Dent Y ¥ & 4 Abbitt Y 2M 
15 Dingell YY Y 31 Taylor VNY 11 Flood YT Ox 1 Downing me Ss 
17 Griffiths YNY 1 Wainwright YNY 30 Holland "=F 3 y Y &F 
16 Lesinski YY Y 38 Weis YNY 28 Moorhead Y ¥ 2 2 Hardy Y ¥ 2 
1 Machrowicz ry ¥ 29 Wharton ? NN 26 Morgan YT ¥ 7 Harrison Y X N 
14 Rabaut ae me New York City 10 Prokop ¥ 7..= 9 Jennings NY N 
MINNESOTA 8 Anfuso ‘fe & | 19 Quigley YNY 8 Smith Y Y N 
8 Blatnik ¥ v7 ¥ 24 Buckley ¥.7y 14 Rhodes YNY 5 Tuck Y YN 
4 Karth i 11 Celler 2Y Y 15 Walter fv X 10 Broybill Y ae 
6 Marshall 7 = %, 7 Delaney YN Y 17 Bush YN Y 6 Poff Y NN 
3 Wier NY Y 23 Dollinger J vw 29 Corbett Yuy WASHINGTON 
7 Andersen * ¥ @ 19 Farbstein JNY 8 Curtin YNY 7 Magnuson YJ W@W 
1 Quie YN Y 22 Healey ?YY 9 Dague , SS 5 Horan ? NY 
5 Judd ¥ Wwe 6 Holtzman YN Y 12 Fenton 7 8 Y 3 Mack N N N 
9 Langen 7, ve 10 Kelly YNY 27 Fulton YuyY 4 May e Check 
2 Nelsen YY a YT 9 Keogh YY Y 23 Gavin Y NN 1 Pelly Yu ® 
MISSISSIPPI 13 Multer yw ¥ 24 Kearns Yi Oz 6 Tollefson NN Y 
1 Abernethy N Y N 16 Powell ?NY 13 Lafore , 2 Westland 7 uF 
6 Colmer N Y N 14 Rooney NWN Y 7 Milliken Ya WEST VIRGINIA 
3 Smith ¥ ¥. 18 Santangelo / ¥ ¥ 16 Mumma ¥ Fy 3 Bailey N Y N 
2 Whitten X NN 20 Teller 9vy 22 Saylor N NN 4 Hechler YN Y 
4 Williams N Y N 21 Zelenko YN Y 18 Simpson VY NY 5 Kee T ¥ F 
5 Winstead N Y N 5 Bosch ? NN 20 Van Zandt YNY 6 Slack NY Y 
MISSOURI 12 Dorn YN Y Philadelphia 2 Staggers NN Y 
5 Bolling ¥Y Fre 25 Fino YT 2 1 Barrett YN Y 1 Moore N N N 
7 Brown eV ae 4 Halpern YN Y 3 Byrne VY oF WISCONSIN 
9 Cannon ¥¥%S 17 Lindsay YNY 2 Granahan Y Bez 1 Flynn vY w.¥ 
8 Carnahan YY vz 15 Ray YNY 5 Green YN Y 9 Johnson 7, > 2 
4 Randall va NORTH CAROLINA 4 Nix YN Y 2 Kastenmeier YN Y 
6 Hull * F & 9 Alexander N Y N 6 Toll ?NY 5 Reuss YT Vict 
10 Jones Y Fz 3 Barden 9 v¥ xX RHODE ISLAND 4 Zablocki Y &.¥ 
1 Karsten YY T.¥ 1 Bonner Y YN 2 nant 7 we 8 Byrnes Y Mc¥ 
11 Moulder N Y N 4 Cooley ov %¥ 1 Fora Y MY 7 Laird N NN 
3 Sullivan Y ¥ % 6 Durhom - +. = SOUTH CAROLINA 10 O’Konski N Y N 
2 Curtis Y NN 2 Fountain ? Y N 4 Ashmore N Y N 6 Van Pelt N NN 
MONTANA 12 Hall N Y N 3 Dorn xX X X 3 Withrow X N X 
2 Anderson NY Y 8 Kitchin N Y N 5 Hemphill Y YN WYOMING 
1 Metcalf a a AL Thomson Y NN 
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CQ Senate Votes 83 through 85. 


(No Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Numbers.) 






























Senate Rejects Nomination of Strauss as Commerce Secretary, 46.49 


Approves Commerce Department and Legislative Appropriation Bil 












































































































83. HR 7349. Appropriate $715,328,500 for the Department of 
Commerce and related agencies in fiscal 1960. Passed 89-4 
(D 62-2; R 27-2), June 18, 1959. The President did not take 
a position on the bill. (See story p, 821) For earlier votes 
on the bill, see p. 845. 
84. HR 7453. Appropriate $128,797,380 for Congress and related 
agencies in fiscal 1960. Passed 92-1 (D 63-1; R 29-0), 
June 18, 1959, The President did not take a position on the 
bill. (See story p. 817) 
85. Nomination of Lewis L. Strauss as Secretary of Commerce. 
Rejected 46-49 (D 15-47; R 31-2), June 19, 1959. A ‘‘yea’”’ 
was a vote supporting the President’s position. (See story 
p. 819) 
(For more Senate Votes, see p. 845) 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
| Vote No. 83 | 84 | 85 Vote No. 83 | 84 | 85 Vote No. 83 | 84 | 85 
Yea 89 92 46 Yea 62 63 15 Yea 27 29 31 
Nay 4 1 49 Nay 2 1 47 Nay 2 0 2 
- KEY - 
83 84 85 83 84 85 83 84 85 Y Record Vote For (yea). 
Y come CQ Poll F 
noun or, oll For. 
ALABAMA IOWA NEVADA N Record Vote Against (nay). 
Hill YY ¥ ® Hickenlooper + ev ¥ Bible Y YN X Paired Against. 
Sparkman Y YN Martin 77 Y Cannon Y YN — Announced Against, cQ Poll Against. 
ALASKA KANSAS NEW HAMPSHIRE ? Absent, General Pair, een, Did 
Bartlett Y YN Gatleon YY Y Bridges YY Y not announce or answer Poli, 
ruening vy  & Schoeppel * 7 TF N 
ARIZONA KENTUCKY NEW JERSEY aby 83 84 85 
Hayden Y ¥ N Cooper Yow ¥ Williams ¥ ¥ 
Goldwater yy ¥ Morton . 2 47 Case YYY 
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA NEW MEXICO SOUTH DAKOTA 
Fulbright . = © Ellender YY Y Anderson Y YN Case YY Y 
McClellan YY Y Long Y Y N Chavez YY Y Mundt YYY 
CALIFORNIA MAINE NEW YORK TENNESSEE 
Engle Y YN Muskie Y Y N Javits Ty © ore . FY F 
Kuchel ee Smith Y YN Keating YYyY Kefauver Y YN 
COLORADO MARYLAND NORTH CAROLINA TEXAS 
Carroll Y Y N Beall Tv 7 Ervin Y Y N Johnson Y Y N 
Allott ¥* ¥ ¥ Butler YY Y Jordan Y YN Yarborough Y YN 
CONNECTICUT MASSACHUSETTS NORTH DAKOTA UTAH 
Dodd ¥- 9 ty Kennedy Y YN Langer YYN Moss Y YN 
Bush * v F Saltonstall * Young a: < J Bennett a ie 5 
DELAWAR= MICHIGAN OHIO VERMONT 
Frear ¥ ¥ ON Hart Y Y N Lausche Yr ¥ Aiken ae ae 
Williams w¥ ¥ McNamara 7 7 w Young Y v¥ Ww Prout 7 SS 
FLORIDA MINNESOTA OKLAHOMA VIRGINIA 
Holland : ee ed Humphrey a A. Kerr vy ¥ Byrd YY Y 
Smathers Y YN arthy Y YN Monroney Y YN Robertson YY Y 
GEORGIA MISSISSIPPI OREGON WASHINGTON 
Russell we ys Eastland Vv ¥ Morse yy 2 Jackson Y Y N 
Talmadge YT ¥ Stennis ,r ¥ Neuberger +, ¥ Magnuson Y YN 
IDAHO MISSOURI PENNSYLVANIA WEST VIRGINIA 
Church YY N Hennings Y Y N Clark Y YN Byrd Y YN 
Dworshak y 3 -¥ Symington Y YN Scott YY Y Randolph Y YN 
ILLINOIS MONTANA RHODE ISLAND WISCONSIN 
Douglas N YN Mansfield YY xX een Y YN Proxmire N NN 
Dirksen a i A Murray YYN Pastore 7 VV Wiley YY Y 
INDIANA NEBRASKA SOUTH CAROLINA WYOMING 
Hartke Y YN Curtis ‘g ¥ Johnston Y YN McGee Y YN @ c 
Capebart YY Y Hruska YY Y Thurmond YY Y O'Mahoney Y YN 
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What’s Ahead? 








Committee Hearings 


June 22 -- DALE ALFORD ELECTION, House Adminis- 
tration, Elections Subc., Little Rock, Ark. 

June 22 -- SMALL BUSINESS LEGISLATION (S 1340, 
S 1351, 8 1609, S 1666,S1777,S 1879, S 2032, S 2139), 
Senate Banking and Currency, Small Business Subc. 

June 22 -- PROPOSED POST OFFICE ACQUISITION OF 
THE RAILWAY EXPRESS AGENCY, Senate Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

June 22, 23 -- AUTOMOBILE MARKETING (S 997,S 2042, 
S 2047, S 2151), Senate Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, Automobile Marketing Practices Subc. 

June 22-26 -- SMALL BUSINESS PROBLEMS IN FOOD 
DISTRIBUTION, House Small Business, Subcom- 
mittee No. 5. 

June 23-25 -- COMMON OWNERSHIP OF VARIOUS 
MODES OF TRANSPORTATION (S 425, 1353, 1354, 
1355), Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
Surface Transportation Subc. 

June 23-25, 30, July 1 -- COMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 
1934 (S_ 1733-1737, 1889), Senate Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce (continued from June 18). 

June 25 -- DOMESTIC MINING INDUSTRY PROBLEMS, 
House Interior, Mines and Mining Subc. 

July 14-16 -- SMALL BUSINESS PARTICIPATION IN 
FOREIGN TRADE AND FOREIGN AID, House Small 
Business, Subcommittee No. 3. 

Nov, 2 -- TAX REFORM, House Ways and Means. 


Other Events 


June 21-26 -- AMERICAN ASSN. OF UNIVERSITY 
WOMEN, biennial convention, Kansas City, Mo. 
June 22-24 -- NEWSPAPER ADVERTISING EXECU- 
TIVES ASSN., convention, Hlomestead, Hot Springs, 

Va, 

June 24-27 -- WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON AGING, 
training program for 1961 conference, University of 
Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich. 

June 27 -- HAWAII PRIMARY AND STATEHOOD REF- 
ERENDUM. 

Juiy 13-14 -- AMERICAN COUNTRY LIFE ASSN., annual 
conference, Carbondale, III. 

July 13-15 -- UNITED STATES CONFERENCE OF MAY- 
ORS, annual meeting, Statler Hilton Hotel, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 

July 13-17 -- WESTERN RESOURCES CONFERENCE, 
first annual meeting, Boulder, Colo. 
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Dates are listed as released by sources and are sometimes subject to change. 


July 13-19 -- NATIONAL ASSN, FOR THE ADVANCE- 
MENT OF COLORED PEOPLE, 50th annual conven- 
tion, New York Coliseum, New York City. 

July 20-23 -- TOWNSEND CLUBS OF AMERICA, 19th 
national convention, Portland, Ore. 

July 21 -- LAUNCHING OF N.S. SAVANNAH, Mrs. Eisen- 
hower to christen ship. 

July 28 -- HAWAI! ELECTIONS, 

Aug. 2-5 -- GOVERNORS‘ CONFERENCE, San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. 

Aug. 4 -- MISSISSIPPI GUBERNATORIAL PRIMARY; 
runoff Aug. 25. 

Aug. 11-14 -- NATIONAL RURAL LETTER CARRIERS 
ASSN., annual convention, Sheraton Park and Shore- 
ham Hotels, Washington, D.C, 

Aug. 23-30 -- AMERICAN VETERANS OF WORLD WAR 
II AND KOREA (AMVETS), national convention, 
Grand Rapids, Mich. 

Sept. 3-6 -- AIR FORCE ASSN., annual convention, Miami 
Beach, Fla. 

Sept. 8-11 -- NATIONAL ASSN, OF SECURITIES AD- 
MINISTRATORS, annual convention, Atlantic City, 
N.J. 

Sept. 12-16 -- NATIONAL TIRE DEALERS AND RE- 
TREADERS ASSN., Shoreham Hotel, Washington, 
D.C, 

Sept. 17-25 -- AFL-CIO, annual convention, San Francis- 
co, Calif. 

Sept. 28-Oct. 2 -- INTERNATIONAL BANK FOR RE- 
CONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT, §$annual 
meeting, Washington, D.C. 

Sept. 28-Oct. 2 -- INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CORP., 
annual meeting, Washington, D.C. 

Sept. 28-Oct, 2 -- INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND, 
annual meeting, Washington, D.C, 

Oct, 9-16 -- UNITED AUTO WORKERS OF AMERICA 
(AFL-CIO), annual convention, Atlantic City, N.J. 

Oct 28-30 -- NATIONAL RECLAMATION ASSN., 
28th annual meeting, Shirley-Savoy Hotel, Denver, 
Colo. 

Nov. 3 -- ELECTIONS in several states for state legis- 
latures; gubernatorial elections in Mississippi, Ken- 
tucky. 

Nov. 9-17 -- NATIONAL GRANGE, 93rd annual conven- 
tion, Long Beach, Calif. ; 

Nov. 29-Dec. 4 -- INVESTMENT BANKERS ASSN, OF 
AMERICA, annual convention, Bal Harbour, Fla. 

Dec, 12-16 -- NATIONAL FOOD BROKERS ASSN., 56th 
annual convention, Chicago. 
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Voting in the early morning hours of June 19, the 
Strauss Rejected Senate rejected the nomination of Lewis L. Strauss 
as Secretary of Commerce. The roll call was 46-49, with two Republicans and 
47 Democrats voting against confirmation. It was only the eighth time in history j 
that a Presidential nominee for a Cabinet post had been turned down by the Sen- 
ate. The vote came after Republicans had struggled desperately to delay a show- CC 
down so that three of their GOP colleagues could fly in from the West to bolster 
the Strauss forces. (Page 819) 
Cong 
Aid Authorization ; 
é ' Hawaii Election 
The House June 18 passed a bill authorizing appro- Floo 
priations totaling $3.5 billion to finance the foreign All of the major contests will be on the Dem- Acti 
aid program during fiscal 1960, Passage came on a ocratic side when Hawaii’s voters gotothe polls 
271-142 roll-call vote. At the climax ofa three-day June 27 for the first primary election since the 
debate, the bill’s backers successfully beat off sev- passage of statehood legislation. The voters also Com 
eral attempts to cut the size ofthe authorization. As will have to approve three referenda to complete Rout 
it was finally approved, the bill fell almost $400 their acceptance of statehood. Until 1954, Hawaii 
million short of the $3.9 billion requested by the was a Republican stronghold, but some observers Arot 
Administration. (Page 819) believe the Islands will send an all-Democratic Cap 
° ° delegation to Congress. (Page 831) P 
Russian Equipment . 
e! 
A Senate committee within the next few days will de- e x i 
cide whether to forbid U.S, schools to buy Russian Veto Proof’ Bills On 
scientific equipment with Federal dollars. It’s a Ignoring the advice of the Democratic Advisory Coun- | 
situation that promises to trigger a broad investiga- cil, the Democratic leadership of the House and Sen- Pol 
tion of Russia’s economic offensive. Dozens of the ate adopted the “‘half a loaf is better than none”’ Not 
Nation’s schools and colleges have decided that Rus- philosophy and sped to passage airport aid and vet- 
sian instruction equipment for science courses is the erans’ housing bills trimmed to meet President Put 
best bargain going. (Page 835) Eisenhower’s budgetary requirements. The Advisory Bill 
— . Council had urged Democrats in Congress to avoid he 
Civil Rights legislative compromises and force a showdown with a 
: the President. But Senate Majority Leader Johnson 
es de hh pane Serta ie thought otherwise. Said he: ‘‘In a government whichis Che 
troversial question of eerenine the Attorney Gen- divided...if we cannot do all wedesire todo, we should 
eral to file school desegregation suits. A House Judi- at least do what can be done.” (Page 815, 816, 830) Hor 
ciary subcommittee ordered reported a bill containing Che 
this authority, which the Administration opposes. A Investm ent Abroad 
Senate Judiciary subcommittee voted, 5-3, to strip How big a rolecan private investors play in supplying Wh 
similar provisions from all the bills it had before it. the capital needs of the world’s underdeveloped areas? 
(Page 822) And how much is it worthtothe American taxpayers? Ah 
The answers to -- and relation between -- these 
a questions will be explored inthe near future when the We 
Roll-Call Votes House Ways and B.eans Committee holds hearings on Co 
SENATE: Airport grants, Commerce funds, an omnibus tax incentive bill sponsored by Rep. Hale 
page 845; Commerce funds, Legislative funds, Boggs (D La.). The bill’s twochief provisions would: 
Strauss, page 850. tax the profits of all qualified U.S. businesses abroad 
HOUSE: Wheat program, coal commis- at 38 percent instead of the regular 52 percent cor- 
sion, page 846; Mutual Security Program, wheat, porate rate; and defer the payment of tax on all quali- 
page 848. fied foreign income until the profits actually were 











distributed to the investors. (Page 826) 
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